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R ICK H ENDRICKS

!

The Mexican Side of the Magoffin Family

T

he Magoffin family is significant in the history of the Southwest, especially New Mexico and far west Texas for several reasons, among them
the fact that James Wiley Magoffin was the most prominent pioneer in
the establishment of the community that became El Paso, Texas, one of the most
important cities on the U.S. border with Mexico. Through a business partnership with José Cordero of Chihuahua, Magoffin established the “largest, most
important commercial operation in the American Southwest” in the 1850s.1 The
enterprise consisted of merchandising in the El Paso area and livestock raising
on a nearby ranch called Canutillo. A largely ignored aspect of Magoffin’s legacy,
however, is his role as the patriarch of a bicultural and binational family that
produced one of the leading figures in the region during the latter half of the
nineteenth century: his son Joseph who built the Magoffin Home, in El Paso.
Family tradition holds that James Wiley Magoffin married Gertrudis Valdés in
Saltillo, Coahuila y Tejas or Chihuahua in 1834 and that she was a member of
the prestigious Veramendi family of San Antonio, Texas, as well as a distant relative of New Mexico governor Manuel Armijo. In 2004, however, the prenuptial investigation for James Wiley Magoffin and Gertrudis Valdés surfaced in the
microfilm collection of the Archivos Históricos del Arzobispado de Durango
Rick Hendricks, PhD, is the New Mexico state historian. He received his BA from the University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill in 1977 and his PhD from the University of New Mexico in 1985. He is a former editor of the Vargas Project at the University of New Mexico. After
the conclusion of the project, he worked at New Mexico State University, most notably on the
Durango Microfilming Project. He has written extensively on the history of the American
Southwest and Mexico.
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in the Special Collections Department at the library at New Mexico State University. These documents, created in Chihuahua in 1839, tell a story very different from the family lore.2 This new information led to archival research in San
Antonio and in various Mexican archival repositories in Chihuahua, Coahuila,
and Nuevo León.
What follows is the result of that research, a thorough examination of the
Valdés family in Mexico, beginning with the parents and grandparents of Gertrudis and her sister, Dolores, who became James Wiley Magoffin’s second wife.
This investigation into the extended Valdés family includes an exploration of its
connections to other prominent families and the influence they wielded. Some
background on the family of Marcos Farías, Gertrudis Valdés’s first husband, is
provided because of the question of the paternity of some of James Wiley and
Gertrudis’s children. This family history is followed by a detailed examination
of the marriages of James Wiley to Gertrudis and, after her death, to Dolores.
Finally, there is a brief sketch of the role that other Valdés siblings and their offspring have played in the extended Magoffin family.
Tomás Valdés de Castañeda
Tomás Valdés, the man known as the father of both of James Wiley Magoffin’s
wives—Gertrudis and her younger sister, Dolores—grew up in the shadow of
a frontier presidio in present-day Coahuila in northeastern Mexico in a family
with a strong military tradition. Soldiers who were members of the extended
Valdés family were present at the founding of Santiago de la Monclova (in present-day Coahuila) in 1689 and formed part of the initial local government structure.3 They also participated in the general military occupation of what was then
northeastern New Spain that began in 1716.4 Over the course of the next half
century, numerous presidios were established in the area, and numerous Valdés
men served in them. Initially, the occupation of the region came as a response
to threats from the French, which continued off and on until the United States
acquired the Louisiana territory in 1803. The nearly constant warfare with Mescalero and Lipan Apaches and other hostile Indians, however, proved to be the
more serious challenge and fully occupied the garrisons of most presidios most
of the time.
Tomás Valdés was the son of Francisco Valdés and María Francisca
Castañeda.5 Francisco was twenty years old when he enlisted in the presidial
company of San Antonio Bucareli de la Babia (present-day La Babia, Múzquiz,
Coahuila) in 1773. He rose to the rank of corporal in 1783 and sergeant in 1791.
During his years of service, he participated in eighteen engagements, all with
enemy Indians.
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Tomás Valdés was born in Valle de Santa Rosa, in Coahuila in 1785.6 Nothing is known of his childhood, but on 16 September 1798 he joined the Spanish army at the presidio of La Babia, where his father was still serving.7 Valdés’s
enlistment papers describe the thirteen-year-old with black hair and eyebrows,
brown eyes, light brown skin color, a round face with a normal nose, and a scar
over his right eye. Valdés was the presidial drummer, and official inspection
reports occasionally mentioned him by name. He was not present for inspection in March 1800 but was reported as having been “instructed in his duties.”
In August 1801 the inspector noted that “the drummer is well informed of his
duties and carries them out completely.” As far as the military was concerned,
Valdés’s official service record began on 16 September 1801 when he turned
sixteen.8 Sometime in the next four years he met his future wife, María Josefa
Amondarain.
María Josefa Amondarain
María Josefa Amondarain was a product of her mother María Josefa de la Encarnación Granados’s second marriage. Granados’s first husband was Fernando de
Veramendi, a wealthy native of Pamplona, Spain, with business ties to the presidio of La Bahía del Espíritu Santo and the community that grew around it (present-day Goliad, Texas) and Béxar (present-day San Antonio, Texas). In Béxar he
operated a large mercantile business and owned a spacious home that became
known as the Veramendi Palace, located about a block north of the plaza. The
union produced as many as six children.9 Granados and her children inherited
Veramendi’s assets when Indians killed him near the presidio of San Juan Bautista del Río Grande (near Guerrero, Coahuila) while he was on a business trip
to Mexico City in 1783.
Not quite three years later Granados married Juan Martín Amondarain, a
native of Elduayen, Guipúzcoa.10 Amondarain apparently worked as a merchant
and rancher, raising and transporting livestock on the vast rangelands between
Béxar and Monclova. His brother, José Martín de Amondarain, was a merchant
living in Guanajuato.11 By early 1790 Juan Martín was serving as lieutenant governor of Tejas.12
The Amondarain-Granados marriage apparently did not take place in her
native Béxar, and no record of this marriage has been located. When she wed,
she brought nine thousand pesos to the marriage.13 María Josefa Amondarain
was Granados and Amondarain’s only child.14 When María Josefa was three
months old, her mother died, leaving Amondarain to care for a baby and several children from Granados’s first marriage. Granados’s will—prepared in 1787,
just before her death—provides an extensive description of her estate, much of
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which came from her first marriage. Granados stated that Amondarain did not
bring any wealth to their marriage. According to the will, her estate was valued
at approximately 8,000 pesos and each of her four surviving heirs was to receive
1,830 pesos 7 reales 3 5/8 granos.15
Amondarain became the administrator of his late wife’s estate, which
included the assets of the Veramendi estate, on behalf of his three Veramendi
stepsons, who ranged in age from five to ten years old.16 In October 1790, almost
four years after Granados’s death, the co-executors of the Granados-Veramendi
estate, Francisco Bueno and Juan José de la Santa, brought suit against Amondarain because of his unwillingness to provide an accounting of the goods in
his possession belonging to Fernando Veramendi’s minor heirs. They also considered him unsuitable as the children’s guardian. Arguing that the matter was
complicated, and there were no trained lawyers in the area, Amondarain asked
for a delay so that he could seek legal counsel. Although his request was granted,
it seems clear that this was nothing more than a delaying tactic. On 16 November an order for Amondarain’s arrest was issued because of his refusal to provide the accounting. He wrote a lengthy letter to Jacobo Ugarte y Loyola on 29
November. Ugarte y Loyola, formerly governor of Coahuila and commandant
general of the Provincias Internas, was in Monclova on assignment from the
Viceroy of New Spain, the Conde de Revillagigedo, to arrange peace with the
Lipan Apaches.17 Amondarain defended his actions on behalf of his stepsons.
He believed he had acted honorably and could not understand why, four years
after his wife’s death, the other executors were alleging that he had handled the
possessions of the minor heirs improperly.18
Lt. Bernardo Fernández, of the presidio of San Antonio de Béxar, informed
Tejas governor Manuel Muñoz that, according to Bueno’s account, Amondarain
had become a fugitive on the night of 19 December 1790. Bueno had asked for
assistance in going after Amondarain, and Fernández had complied by sending
four soldiers to accompany Bueno in his pursuit.19 Fernández informed Governor Muñoz that on 3 January 1791 Bueno arrived in Béxar with the three soldiers
who pursued Amondarain as far as the presidio of San Juan Bautista del Río
Grande (present-day Guerrero) where they caught up with him.20
The case came to the attention of Viceroy Revillagigedo in Mexico City, who
informed Governor Muñoz in August 1792 that he was forwarding the case
against Amondarain to the commandant general of the Provincias Internas,
Ramón de Castro. By so doing, the viceroy sent the case to a lower regional
jurisdiction, since the Provincias Internas had been brought back under viceregal authority in 1786 after a decade as an independent entity. Castro was to
order Amondarain to appear before him and promptly produce an accounting of the goods in his possession that belonged to Veramendi’s minor heirs.21
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Amondarain finally complied and on 7 January 1793 submitted his accounting
of the possessions belonging to the minor heirs. The value of the goods, according to Amondarain, came to 12,332 pesos 2 reales 2 granos. The executors and
Amondarain squabbled over the valuation; they claimed he inflated it so that he
would appear to have been a good steward of the heirs’ possessions. The haggling was still dragging on as of 4 June 1793.22
In the summer of 1793, Governor Muñoz sent a master mason and master
carpenter to examine the former house of Fernando Veramendi (the Veramendi
Palace in San Antonio), which Amondarain was then occupying. The craftsmen determined that the house required only minor repairs to be put right.
Amondarain stated that the house was in the same condition when he married
Granados eight years earlier but that he was willing to make the needed repairs.
The governor further directed that two local merchants be named to examine
and assign values to the items left from Veramendi’s estate so that a thorough
accounting could be provided for the minor heirs. The merchants determined
that the goods in Amondarain’s possession belonging to the heirs came to only
116 pesos 7 reales 8 granos, thus substantiating the accusation that Amondarain
had exaggerated the value of goods he was holding for Veramendi’s heirs.23
Pedro de Nava, commandant general of the Provincias Internas, wrote to
Muñoz in December 1793 to tell him that an important person in Mexico City
had informed Nava that Amondarain wanted very much to move his family to
Guanajuato.24 For that reason, Nava wanted the matter of the Veramendi estate
brought to a swift conclusion.25 Nava wrote to Muñoz again in January 1795 stating that the Conde de Revillagigedo wanted to see the case resolved.26
During this period, Amondarain relocated frequently. The census of 1790
for La Bahía lists a thirty-year-old Amondarain caring for his daughter, María
Josefa, three stepsons, two other family members (one, José Granados, might
have been María Josefa’s brother), and seven servants and their children.27 The
census of 1792 has them living in San Fernando de Austria (present-day Zaragoza, Chihuahua), although court records indicate Amondarain was back in
Béxar by early 1793. At some point after this, however, Amondarain left his
daughter behind in La Bahía and moved on. When he made out his will, he
noted that María Josefa was living in the home of Manuel de la Concha at the
presidio of La Bahía.28
Amondarain died in February 1802 near Saltillo, where he was buried.29 His
fifteen-year-old daughter María Josefa Amondarain was his sole heir. His will
stated that he had distributed the nine thousand pesos his first wife had brought
to the marriage to the Veramendi children. His own child did not fare as well—
she was to receive whatever remained of his estate after his debts were settled. In
addition, some small items—unspecified as to their nature—were left for her.30
Hendricks / The Mexican Side of the Magoffin Family

253

Valdés-Amondarain Marriage
It is not known when or where Tomás Valdés met or married María Josefa
Amondarain. Although their first child was born in Béxar,31 a thorough search
of church records indicates that the marriage did not take place there.32 No
record of their union has been found in Monclova, where subsequent children
were born, which suggests that the wedding might have taken place in La Babia,
where Valdés was stationed, or La Bahía, where María Josefa had been living
when her father died in 1802.
The couple’s first child, María Gertrudis de los Santos, was born in Béxar on
31 October 1806 and baptized on 10 November.33 It seems unlikely that Valdés
was present, as he was still in the army. Although we cannot be sure, perhaps
María Josefa Amondarain was with her Veramendi stepbrothers or other relatives. Valdés was still in La Babia in September 1808 when he was being considered to fill a vacancy at the presidio of La Bahía.34 Evidently Valdés, who
was still the presidio’s drummer, had been soliciting such a transfer for some
time. After relocating to La Bahía on 14 October 1808, Valdés requested permission to return to La Babia to get his widowed mother and sister in order to
take them to La Bahía.35 There was no mention of María Josefa nor his daughter, so presumably they were already in La Bahía. Later, Father José Clemente
Arocha (of La Bahía) requested that Valdés be summoned so that the priest
could attend to some unstated matter. Father Arocha referred to Valdés as
a musician who played the flute, so it appears that his musical talents went
beyond drumming.36
In November 1810 Valdés was charged and found guilty of being incorrigible and unfit to serve among honorable soldiers. At the time of his trial, Valdés
was being held in solitary confinement in shackles. He had been caught running a scam whereby he had someone pass off pieces of paper to a local store in
exchange for goods. The papers, presumably a promise to pay, were false. Valdés
confessed to his involvement in the crime and was sentenced to be cashiered
from the service.37 Before the year 1810 was out, Valdés and his wife and daughter moved to Monclova. The family lived in Monclova or the immediate area
for the better part of the next two decades.38 Tomás Valdés and María Josefa
Amondarain had numerous children after the family moved to Monclova. María
Gertrudis and Dolores are generally considered to be their offspring (although
there is some question about Dolores’s paternity), and both eventually married
James Wiley Magoffin.
During this same period, Maria Josefa’s stepsiblings, the Veramendis, were
becoming as politically significant and powerful as their father. Magoffin family folklore has always maintained there was very close and direct connections
to the Veramendis. In 1926 when Annette Magoffin Dwyer, one of James Wiley
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Magoffin’s and María Gertrudis Valdés’s daughters, died, her son Joseph supplied the name of Annette’s mother (his maternal grandmother) for the death
certificate as “Marie Vermendia.” 39 As long-time residents of San Antonio, the
Veramendi connection would have been important to the Dwyers.
In fact, the relationship to the Veramendis is often cited as the basis for
James Wiley Magoffin’s political influence and connections. In his biography of James Wiley Magoffin published in 1999, W. H. Timmons stated that
“[Magoffin’s] marriage in 1834 to María Gertrudis de los Santos Valdez de Veramendi, daughter of the prominent and influential family of San Antonio de
Béjar, gave him additional status.” The source of much of this confusion is Rex
Strickland’s patently erroneous statement in Six Who Came to El Paso: Pioneers of the 1840s (1963) that Magoffin married “María Gertrudis de los Santos
Valdés de Veramendí . . . [who] was married the first time to a cadet member
of the Varamendí family a surmise that opens an intriguing possibility, for her
first husband might have been a younger brother of Governor Veramendí, in
which case María Gertrudis Valdez was an aunt by marriage of Ursula Veramendí de Bowie.”40
As noted earlier, much of the wealth and influence passed via Juan Martín
Amondarain to the three Veramendi sons. The oldest, Juan Martín del Carmen de Veramendi (1778–1833), became a very prominent politician. He was
the alcalde of Béxar in 1824–1825 and was later elected vice governor (1830–1832)
and then governor (1832–1833) of Coahuila y Tejas (the Mexican state that today
is the State of Texas and the modern Mexican state of Coahuila). He also came
to own as much as sixteen leagues of land (about seventy thousand acres) southeast of Béxar. When he became vice governor, Veramendi moved his family to
Saltillo and on to Monclova when the state capital was moved.41
In addition to the prominence of being a Veramendi, the young governor
gained additional prestige from his marriage to María Josefa Cándida Navarro
de Ruiz around 1810. She was the older sister of the future Texas patriot, José
Antonio Navarro.42 By the 1850s, James Wiley Magoffin and his in-laws had
numerous business activities in San Antonio with the Navarro family. Some
of their familiarity with the Navarros may well have come from the Veramendi-Navarro marriage.
The couple had at least ten children (all half-first cousins to the Valdés children that include María Gertrudis and Dolores),43 but their best known child
was Úrsula, who in 1831 married Jim Bowie, the future hero of the Texas Revolution who died at the Battle of the Alamo.44 It seems likely that the Valdés children knew their Veramendi half-cousins well, since they were all living in either
Monclova or Béxar. One source implies that Valdés was on Governor Veramendi’s staff (which is to say, he worked for his half-brother-in-law).45
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By the 1820s, the Valdés-Amondarain family was residing in Monclova on
one of the streets leading off from the plazuela, a small plaza near the large
central plaza where the church was located.46 The elites of Monclova had their
city homes clustered around the plazuela rather than the main plaza, which indicates that although Valdés might not have been personally wealthy, he enjoyed
some measure of prestige. Valdés made his living as an escribano (scribe), and
in that capacity he signed his name “Tomás Valdés de Castañeda.” On all other
occasions, he signed himself simply “Tomás Valdés.” As an escribano, Valdés
would not have earned much income. He was sufficiently well thought of, however, to have been elected to the ayuntamiento (town council) in 1823.47 He
resigned that post on 22 January 1824 to accept a position as a teacher in the
local school at an annual salary of forty pesos.48
Valdés wrote to Melchor Sánchez Navarro, a one-time neighbor in Monclova
in 1825.49 In the letter Valdés stated that he was ill and that his family was so
impoverished that it was in dire need; he asked Sánchez Navarro for any assistance he could provide. A short time later, Valdés died of tuberculosis at the age
of forty.50
Following the death of her husband Tomás, María Josefa Amondarain and
eight of her children relocated, along with two household servants. 51 The census of 1827 for Monclova indicated that they were living in the household of
a woman named María Ignacia Neira. By the next year, they were no longer
in Monclova. As a widow with numerous children and no visible means of
support, María Josefa might have joined the extended household of her halfbrother, Gov. Juan Martín de Veramendi. María Josefa Amondarain (identified
in the church records as “María de Veramendi, widow of Tomás Valdés”) died in
1833 during the large cholera epidemic around Monclova that also took the lives
of Governor Veramendi, his wife, and his daughter Úrsula Veramendi Bowie.52
By that time, the oldest Valdés daughter had already left and started her own
family.
Gertrudis Valdés’s First Marriage
In May 1826, twenty-year-old Gertrudis Valdés married her first husband, Marcos Farías, in the parish church at Monclova. During the prenuptial investigation,
an impediment to their marriage arose, and the couple appealed to the governor of the Diocese of Linares in Monterrey for a dispensation.53 They requested
that the banns, the public announcement that a couple was planning to wed
in order to uncover any impediments to the marriage, not be proclaimed on
the grounds that some indiscretion one or both of them had committed would
prove embarrassing to Valdés should it be made public. Their dispensation
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approved, the couple married at the Santiago Apóstol church in Monclova on
18 May 1826.54
The family history of Marcos Farías is of particular interest because of the
possibility that he might have fathered some of the children usually considered the offspring of Magoffin and Valdés. Even if that does not prove to be
the case, discovering the fate of the children who were the result of the union
between Valdés and Farías is one goal of the exploration of the Mexican side of
the Magoffin family.
In Farías’s request for a dispensation, he stated that he was a native of Saltillo,
the son of Javier Farías and Dolores Ramos, although his baptismal record has
not come to light.55 His principal occupation was as an itinerant trader or merchant.56 He was also a member of the ayuntamiento of Monclova, serving a oneyear term in 1827.57 On 17 June 1829, in Monclova, Farías requested a grant of
land, located about 21.5 miles to the south-southeast, under the terms of the
Colonization Law of the State of Coahuila y Tejas, stating that he needed land
for his animals so that he could support his family.58
Farías and Valdés apparently had at least four children together, or who at
least bore the Farías surname.59 It seems likely that Farías and Valdés crossed
paths with Magoffin for the first time in Coahuila, perhaps in Cuatrociénegas,
fifty-three miles west of Monclova. Magoffin was living there in late spring
1827, having established himself as a trader in Matamoros in the 1820s.60 Farías
was involved in business in Cuatrociénegas in 1830 and, given the small size
of the community, the two would certainly have met if they were there at the
same time.61
For unknown reasons, Farías and Valdés separated sometime prior to his being
killed by Apaches on 5 July 1838.62 There is good evidence to indicate that Valdés
was living with Magoffin as early as 1832—about six years before her husband’s
death. In a December 1832 letter to his brother Samuel, Magoffin referred to “Josefita & Manuelito a Boy who is 4 mº old he is a hell of a fellow,” who are almost
certainly the children baptized as María Josefa Farías Valdés (1829) and José Manuel Romano Fortín Fernando de Jesús Farías Valdés (1832).63 Whether there were
other Farías children born between 1832 and 1838 is presently unknown, as is
whether any of the “Magoffin children” (including Joseph and Josephine) were
Faríases, or born out of wedlock to a married woman (Valdés) having illicit relations with another man (Magoffin). How such an arrangement functioned in a
society so steeped in a culture of honor remains something of a mystery.
If the three Farías children—María Josefa, José de Jesús Pascual, and José
Manuel Romano—survived, custom would suggest they would have stayed with
their mother, although they might have remained with their father’s or mother’s
relatives. To date, nothing more is known of them.
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James Wiley Magoffin’s Marriage to Gertrudis Valdés
On 5 March 1839, don Santiago (James) Magoffin and Gertrudis Valdés appeared
before the curate and vicar in capite (in charge) of Chihuahua, Father Juan José
Baca, and the notary public, Juan José Rodela, and asked to be married.64
Magoffin spoke for himself and his intended, stating that he was a native of
Harrodsburg, Kentucky. He wished to wed María Gertrudis Valdés, a native of
Béxar who had lived in Chihuahua for six years and was widowed from her first
husband, Marcos Farías. Magoffin asked that he and Valdés be excused from
the proclamation of the banns. Magoffin stated that he and his intended lived
great distances from their places of birth, which would make it difficult to get
proof that they were free to marry, and both were members of distinguished and
honorable families. Magoffin confessed that he and Valdés had carried on an
illicit relationship for a long time, which had caused a public scandal because so
many people knew of their situation. Publically proclaiming the banns would
be embarrassing to them both, especially to Magoffin since he was an honorary consul of the United States. Magoffin added that he wanted to be baptized
before marrying.65 He concluded his petition by stating that his prospective
bride was poor, but he was wealthy and that he wanted to protect her as a way of
demonstrating their love for one another.66
The couple presented a document prepared by fray Juan José Pérez, a Franciscan priest serving at Nuestra Señora del Pilar de Conchos, the present-day
municipality of Valle de Zaragoza, Chihuahua. On 3 March 1839, the priest
attested to the fact that on 11 July 1838 he had buried José Marcos Farías. The
couple submitted documents with their petition that proved that Valdés was
married to Farías until his death in July 1838. Then, six months to the day after
Farías’s death, only half of the traditional year-long period of mourning for a
deceased spouse, Magoffin and Valdés submitted their request to wed.67
Magoffin stated that he was thirty-nine years old and the son of don Bereah
[Beriah] Magoffin and doña Juana McAafa [McAfee]. 68 He had been a resident
and merchant of Chihuahua for six years but had known his intended for thirteen years. Magoffin gave his intended’s name as María Gertrudis and her age as
twenty-six, even though she was really thirty-three. He confirmed that her parents were don Tomás Valdés and doña Josefa Amondarain.69 Interestingly, there
was no mention (correctly) of the surname Veramendi. Gertrudis had also been
a resident of Chihuahua for six years.70 The couple had apparently met by 1826—
the same year Valdés married Farías—although the location of their meeting
was not stated and is currently unknown.
Three witnesses testified about the couple’s fitness to marry. José Blanco
[Joseph White], was a native of Natchez, Mississippi, who had met Magoffin in
the United States and had known Valdés for six years.71 Carlos Macrey [Charles
258

New Mexico Historical Review / Volume 91, Number 3, Summer 2016

McCray], a native of San Francisco (probably St. Francisville, in West Feliciana Parish), Louisiana, who had been living in Chihuahua for six years, had
met Magoffin in the United States, and had known Valdés for four years. 72 Juan
[John] Patton, a native of Nashville, Tennessee, had known Magoffin for a long
time and knew that he was from a distinguished family.73 He had known Valdés
for four years. None of the witnesses knew of any impediment to the marriage.
Father Baca informed his superiors at the diocesan headquarters in Durango,
Mexico, that he believed the testimony of the couple and the witnesses.74 He
knew the couple personally and believed that their comportment in public
was beyond reproach. He also knew that in private they performed religious
devotions every day. They made no secret of their illicit relationship, but Baca
believed they merited the bishop’s pity and the dispensation they were seeking.
Until a reply came from Durango and the marriage could be celebrated, Baca
required the couple to live apart.
Authorities of the Diocese of Durango granted the dispensation to wed without having the banns proclaimed in March 1839.75 Before the marriage could
take place, however, Magoffin had to renounce any Protestant faith to which he
might belong and be baptized a Roman Catholic. Valdés was required to perform certain acts of penance. No record of the marriage has come to light, but
it could not have taken place before 31 March because Magoffin was baptized a
Roman Catholic on that date in the parish church in Chihuahua.76
The first child born to Magoffin and Valdés, as husband and wife (and the
first child for whom a baptismal record has been found), Santiago Agapito
Cosme Magoffin Valdés, was christened in Chihuahua on 27 September 1840,
having been born on the twentieth.77 The stature of the child’s godparents, the
commandant general and governor of the Department of Chihuahua, Francisco
García Conde, and his wife, Concepción Humana, attested to Magoffin’s position in the community. A daughter, María Gertrudis Petra de Jesús, was born
on 23 October 1842 and baptized in Chihuahua on the twenty-seventh with Gov.
García Conde and his wife again standing as godparents.78
Magoffin family tradition held that Magoffin and Valdés married in 1834.
Therefore, it seems plausible that Magoffin and Valdés had begun to live together
by that date, if not before. Magoffin and Valdés indicated that they arrived in Chihuahua during the same year, which suggests they may have arrived together and
set up their household. Their desire to keep their church wedding secret may have
been motivated as much by the fear of scandalizing those who knew they were
not married as by a wish to keep alive the pretense that they were already married. Valdés and Farías must have been estranged for years. It seems inconceivable that Magoffin and Valdés could have carried on a love affair that resulted in
the birth of numerous offspring had she been living with her husband. Cultural
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mores of the time and place would have made such a situation impossible. That
Valdés was described as poor suggests that she had taken nothing or had little
left in the way of financial resources from her union with Farías.
The marriage of Magoffin and Valdés took place several years after the
accepted birth date of most of the Magoffin children—hence the reason to question whether Farías rather than Magoffin was the father of any of the children
taken to be the offspring of Valdés and Magoffin. Interestingly enough, no baptismal records for Magoffin children born before the 1839 marriage have been
found. The generally accepted dates for the birth of the other children of Magoffin and Valdés are impossible to corroborate in the documentary record.79 The
traditional, approximate date of birth for the eldest, Samuel, is 1835.80 Then
came five children, presumably born in Chihuahua on the approximate dates
given: Josephine (1836), Joseph (1837), Ursula (no date), Annette (1838), and
Angela (1839). The last two children, born after the church marriage, Santiago
Agapito Cosme (1840) and Gertrudis (1842), apparently did not survive infancy,
although no death record has yet been found.
In 1844, for unknown reasons, Valdés and Magoffin—probably in the company of six of their children—three sister-in-laws (Dolores, Carmen, and
María), and his brother-in-law Gabriel, moved from Chihuahua to a farm
near Independence, Missouri.81 Shortly after they arrived, Valdés died, leaving
Magoffin a widower.82 The boys, Samuel and Joseph, were placed in a school
in Kentucky. The younger girls—Annette, Angela, and Ursula—were placed in
the care of their maternal aunts and subsequently attended a convent school
in St. Louis.83
James Wiley Magoffin’s Marriage to Dolores Valdés
Sometime in the late 1840s, following Magoffin’s adventures during the war with
Mexico (including a period of incarceration), Dolores (or Lolita, as she was
known) Valdés joined Magoffin in the area of present-day El Paso. Magoffin had
come to the area with a caravan he had organized in Independence, Missouri,
that was on its way to Chihuahua.84 When he arrived in the Mexican border town
of El Paso del Norte in April 1849, Magoffin learned that duties and import fees
had risen substantially. Instead of continuing into Mexico, he set up a hacienda
and trading operation on the U.S. side of the Rio Grande, opposite El Paso del
Norte. From this location he was able to engage in commerce with the small local
population and the sudden flood of people traveling from the eastern United
States to the California gold fields. At his newly established headquarters, in June
1849, he established Magoffinsville, one of five settlements on the U.S. side of
the Rio Grande opposite El Paso del Norte. He erected a gristmill and laid out
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a plaza surrounded by stores and warehouses. Next, he constructed “a magnificent mansion of hacienda proportions,”85 which was the scene of a celebration
held in honor of his marriage to his sister-in-law. The event was mentioned in
the 19 September 1850 issue of the Western Texan, a San Antonio newspaper:
“[James] McGuffin [sic], the well-known Santa Fe [trader . . . ] was married to
Miss Dolores Valdes, . . . 17th August by Chief Justice Hoppin, . . . a very elegant
entertainment given to his [bri]de at his fine new house.”86 Chief Justice Charles
Hoppin apparently married the couple in a civil ceremony in their newly constructed home in Magoffinsville, although no official record of the marriage
survives.
Although Dolores Valdés is usually identified as a full sister of María Gertrudis Valdés, it is possible that she might not have been a child of Tomás Valdés
and María Josefa Amondarain. She does not appear in any listing of the family before Tomás’s death when he was still the head of the household. Likewise,
she is not on any list after his death when María Josefa became the head of
household. This suggests the possibility that Dolores was a half-sister to Gertrudis Valdés, or an adopted child. Based on the age listed in the census of 1860
(the only U.S. census in which she appears), Dolores Valdés was born sometime
around 1820. This would mean that Dolores was about fourteen years younger
than María Gertrudis and twenty-two years younger than Magoffin.
If Dolores Valdés was the sister of Gertrudis, as has been assumed, by Canon
Law of the Roman Catholic Church, she and Magoffin were related by first-degree affinity, which constituted a diriment impediment making their marriage
void.87 In addition, they had undergone a civil wedding and presumably consummated the marriage. In the eyes of the church, Magoffin and Dolores were
not married. To obtain a dispensation to marry in the church, someone had
to make a petition called a supplica that was forwarded through the Bishop of
Durango to the Congregation of Propaganda Fide in Rome.88 Father Ramón
Ortiz, curate of El Paso, probably solicited a dispensation on Magoffin’s and
Dolores’s behalf through Bishop José Antonio Zubiría in Durango. The petition to Rome dated 22 April 1853 in Durango—almost three years after the civil
ceremony—requested a dispensation from an impediment in the first degree
of affinity for Jacobus Magofin, an Anglo American living in El Paso who was
baptized a Catholic and married in his first marriage according to the Rites of
the Catholic Church.89 The supplica did not mention Dolores but stated that
Magoffin intended to marry an individual to whom he was related in a prohibited degree. In an audience on 19 June 1853, Pope Pius IX granted Magoffin a
dispensation to marry. It took the paperwork almost a year to arrive from the
Vatican by way of Durango. On 11 May 1854, Father Ortiz acknowledged receipt
of Magoffin’s dispensation.90
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María Gertrudis de los
María del
Santos Valdés
Rosario
b. Oct 31 1806 (San Fernando
Valdés
de Béxar)
b. 1810
bapt.
(Monclova?)
Nov 10 1806
d. ??
m. José Marcos Farías (1826)
2m. James W. Magoffin (1839)
d. January 1845 (Independence, Mo.)
bur. Woodlawn Cemetery
(Independence)

4 children with Farías; 8 children with Magoffin

María Castañeda
b. ??
d. aft 1808
(??)

m. ca. 1803-1805?
(La Babia,
Coahuila??)

4 children with
Flores; 3 children
with Rivas

2m. Jan 16 1786
(La Bahía.
Tejas?)

1. Manuel Valdez
2. Martín Valdez
3. Marcial Valdez
4. Tomás Valdes
5. Refugio de los Angeles
(“Angelita”) Valdes

No children

No children

María del Carmen Dolores (Lolita or
Josefa Valdés
Lola) Valdés
bap. Feb 15 1819
b. ca. 1820
(Monclova)
m. James W.
Magoffin
m. Isaac Lightner
(Jun 25 1845, Inde- (Aug 17 1850,
pendence, Mo.) Magoffinsville)
d. Jun 28 1871 (El d. Aug 16 1892
(Juárez)
Paso del Norte)
bur. ??
bur. ??

José Gabriel
José Francisco
Valdés
Valdés
bap. Mar 18 1822
b. Mar 18 1824
(Monclova)
(Monclova)
m. Josefa Cordova bap. Mar 19 1824
(ca. 1860, Juarez?) (Santiago Apóstol,
Monclova)
d. Dec 23 1877
(Bass Cañon, Tex.)
d. ??
bur. unknown
?? Francisco Val1. Fernando Valdez (1862-)
dez (1861-)
2. Gabriella Valdez
(1863-)

María Josefa de la Encarnacion
Granados
b. Oct 8 1759
(San Fernando de Béxar)
bap. Oct 16 1759
1st m. Fernando de Veramendi
(1776, San Fernando de Béxar)
d. Feb 5 1787
(San Fernando de Béxar)

María Josefa Amondarain
b. Oct 31 1786
bap. Nov 7 1786 as María Antonia
Hemecia Amondarain
(San Fernando de Béxar)
d. Sept 14 1833
(Monclova, Coahuila)

Juan Martín de Amondarain
b. ca. 1760 (Elduayen,
Guipúzcoa, Spain)
d. ca. Feb 12 1802
(Saltillo, Coahuila)
bur. Saltillo, Coahuila
13 Feb 1802

María Teresa Valdés María de la María LeonJosé Luís Valdés
b. 1811 (Monclova?) Concepción arda Valdés
b. ca. 1817-18
m. Nicolás Flores
Valdés
b. 1814
(Monclova?)
(1830, San Antonio)
b. 1813
(Monclova?) m. María Refugio Durán
m. José Eduardo de (Monclova?)
d. ??
(1813-aft 1875)
Jesús Rivas (1849,
d. ??
(??, El Paso del Norte)
San Antonio)
d. Aug 26 1875 (El Paso
d. btwn 1877 & 1880
del Norte)
bur. San Antonio?
bur. ??

Tomás Valdés de Castañeda
b. Dec 21 1785
(Valle de Santa Rosa, Coahuila)
d. 1825 (Monclova, Coahuila)
bur. Oct 29 1825
(Monclova, Coahuila)

Francisco Valdés
b. ___ (Monclova,
Coahuila)
d. btwn __ and 1808
(??, Coahuila)
bur. Saltillo, Coahuila

The Amondarain/Valdés Family
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m. Jun 7
1798

Col. Joseph Octavia (Tia) Harriet Clark Edward Maj. William
Magoffin
Magoffin
Glasgow James (Ned) Jefferson
Glasgow
Glasgow
Lucker
Glasgow Glasgow Jr.
(1898–1985) (1900–1986) (1902–1938) (1903–1992) (1905–1947)

(Gen.)
William
Jefferson
Glasgow
(1866–1967)

Unknown Unknown
children children
in Juárez in Juárez

Anna Maria/ Elizabeth Robert
Anita Valdez C. Valdés Valdés
Barncastle
[Rivers?] (1907?(1901-1983) (1904?-??) 1918?)

Carlota Manuel Louis D.
Aurora
Valdes Valdés
Valdés
Valdés HerPinon (1879- (1877?-1953) nandez (1883(1881– 1912) Married, no aft 1953)
1974)
children Married, no
children?

José Francisco
Valdés
(1824–??)

Fernando Gabriella Unknown
children
Valdés
Valdés
in Juárez
(1861–??) (1863–??)

children

María
María del
José
Leonarda Carmen
Gabriel
Valdés
Valdés
Valdés
(1819–1871)
(1815–??)
(1822–1877)
Married, no

María Josefa
Amondarain
(1786–1833)

Jose Roman
Luis Maria
Carmen Alejandro Vicente
Rodolfo
Angelita

Celia Fabiola Adeline Christine Carmen
Pinon Pinon Pinon
Pinon
Pinon
Phillips (??-??) Hanson Garcia
Larsen
(bef 1915–
(??-2001) (??- btwn (??- btwn
aft 2001)
1974/2001) 1977/2001)

Numerous Marcial
Juárez area Valdés Jr
descendants (1877–
1910)
Never
married

Josephine
Magoffin
Glasgow
(1873–1968)

Marcial
Valdés
(1849–
1921)

María
María Teresa Valdés María de José Luís
del Rosa(1811–187_?)
la Concep- Valdés
rio Valdés
Two husbands;
cion Valdés (1817/18–
(1810–??)
seven children
(1813–??)
1875)
Unknown
including:

Jim
Magoffin
(1864–
1913)

Dolores
Valdés
(1820?–1892)
No children

Tomás Valdés
de Castañeda
(1785–1825)

Jose Maria Flores
(1832–1916)

María Gertrudis de los Santos Valdés
(1806–1845)

Jane McAfee
(1779?–1858)

Joseph m. 1863 Octavia
Magoffin
MacGreal
(1837?–
(1845–1906)

James Wiley
Magoffin
(1799–1868)

Beriah Magoffin
(1773–1843)

Magoffin and Valdés Extended Family Trees

THIRD
COUSIN

SECOND
COUSINS

FIRST
COUSINS

SIBLING

In 1854 there was no Catholic church in what would become present-day El
Paso.91 There is no proof the marriage was celebrated at churches in Socorro,
Ysleta, or San Elizario.92 No record for their marriage exists in the records of the
church of Nuestra Señora de Guadalupe in Juárez. From all appearances, the
records for Magoffin’s second marriage met a similar fate as his first. The wedding of Magoffin and Gertrudis Valdés in 1839 was not recorded in the church
in Chihuahua. Presumably Magoffin and Dolores Valdés wed in a private ceremony in 1854 with church sanction because their marriage was not recorded in
any of the area churches.
During the American Civil War, Dolores Valdés did not accompany her husband when the Magoffin males (James Wiley, Samuel, and Joseph) retreated
to San Antonio with Gen. Henry Hopkins Sibley’s Confederate forces in May
1862.93 Instead, she stayed across the river in El Paso del Norte, Mexico, possibly
with her one of her brothers, Gabriel or Luis, or with her sister Carmen Valdés
Lightner. Joseph Magoffin recalled that he personally took his “mother” across
the river just before they left El Paso. Dolores Valdés and Magoffin never lived
together again, and the nature of their relationship remains a mystery after their
separation and during the ensuing six years. In 1868, when a deathly ill Magoffin sold his land interests to his son Joseph, he held back a two-hundred-acre
homestead for Dolores Valdés. She did not wish to keep the property, however,
and signed over her interest in the land to Joseph in 1872.94
Dolores Valdés apparently continued to live in El Paso del Norte. In 1880 a
report of landholdings indicated that she owned two parcels of land totaling
about 90,000 square varas (16.2 acres) in the Mejía and Juárez districts. Señora
Dolores Magoffin issued an invitation to a casual evening party at her home in
El Paso del Norte in August 1882. Little has come to light in letters and materials from the Magoffin Home, other than occasional references to Aunt Lola
(or Lolita). A letter from Jim Magoffin to Josephine Magoffin in 1890 mentions
that an aunt and uncle across the river are well but does not name them. The
aunt in question was probably Dolores Valdés.95 Several letters in the Magoffin Papers suggest that Octavia Magoffin and Dolores Valdés Magoffin shopped
and attended church together.
At nine o’clock in the morning of 14 August 1892, in the Juárez district of
Ciudad Juárez, thirty-year-old Francisco Valdés reported to city authorities
that Dolores Valdés de Magoffin had died at her home at two o’clock of the
same morning of gastric fever (probably gastroenteritis), which was certified by
Dr. Mariano Samaniego. At the time of her death, Valdés was seventy-two. The
entry noted that she and her late husband, James W. Magoffin, had not had any
children.96 She apparently was the last child of Tomás Valdés and María Josefa
Amondarain to pass away.
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Other Valdés Siblings and Cousins
Just as little had been known or interpreted about Gertrudis and Dolores Valdés
at the Magoffin Home, almost nothing was known about the other Valdés siblings. A closer examination of the records, however, reveals mentions of several
of these family members and shows that they were important partners of James
Wiley Magoffin or were known to his son, Joseph, during the development of
El Paso in the late nineteenth century. Thus, another goal of our research was to
develop more details about the Valdés siblings and their families.
José Gabriel Valdés was baptized on 18 March 1822 in Monclova. His godparents were Jacobo and Vicenta Sánchez Navarro, members of the wealthiest and most powerful family in northeastern New Spain, who were neighbors
and acquaintances of the Valdés-Amondarain family in Monclova (to whom
Tomás wrote just before he died). Gabriel was a trader and wagon master who
regularly worked with James Wiley Magoffin. The earliest references to him
appear in connection with Magoffin’s farm in Independence and the Santa
Fe Trail trade in the 1840s. He and William Magoffin (probably James Wiley’s
younger brother) were part of the trade caravan to New Mexico in 1846–1847
that included Samuel Magoffin and his wife, Susan. In the census of 1860,
Gabriel appears as a resident of Magoffinsville in a group of teamsters. His
profession was given as freighter and wagon master, and his personal estate
was valued at $3,000, including $500 in real estate.97 In addition to his activity
on the Santa Fe Trail, Gabriel was a freighter in the Trans-Pecos region and a
guide at Fort Davis.98
During the Civil War period, Gabriel moved freight for both the Union and
the Confederacy. He and Samuel Magoffin transported Union freight to San
Antonio on one occasion. He also delivered salt to the Confederates at Fort Bliss
and freighted supplies and provided livestock for the Confederates at Fort Fillmore and Mesilla while in the employ of J. W. Magoffin & Co. He apparently
accompanied Sibley’s Confederate Brigade on its New Mexico campaign and on
its retreat to El Paso.99
After the war and Magoffin’s death, Gabriel continued in the trade business.
He found employment with Ben Ficklin’s stage line, which ran freight and mail
between San Antonio and El Paso. He died while working as the road agent for
the portion of the line between El Paso and Fort Davis. On 23 December 1877,
Indians killed Gabriel and a black man named Thompson in Bass Canyon as
they were taking a water wagon from Van Horn to Eagle Springs.100 Gabriel was
married to Josefa Córdoba. She does not appear on the census with Gabriel in
Magoffinsville, suggesting that their marriage must have taken place in late 1860
or early 1861.101 They had at least two children.102
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Carmen Valdés was born in Monclova in 1819. She was one of the aunts
who accompanied Magoffin and Gertrudis Valdés to Independence in 1844.
She subsequently married another trader, Isaac Lightner, the following year at
the Magoffin farm.103 Her husband operated a mercantile store in El Paso in
the early 1850s. He sold all his merchandise to Magoffin and closed his store in
1854.104 Luis Valdés reported to civil authorities that his sister Carmen had died
of diarrhea in Ciudad Juárez at seven o’clock in the morning of 28 June 1871 at
her home in the Juárez district of town. The entry noted that she was widowed
of Lightner at the time of her death.105
María Teresa Valdés was probably born in Monclova around 1811, but she
married and lived in Béxar. She had four children with her first husband,
Nicolás Flores, and three with her second husband José Rivas.106 One child, José
María Flores, resided in El Paso. One of his aunts, most likely Carmen Valdés
Lightner, brought José from San Antonio to El Paso around 1852, shortly after
his mother remarried. José María Flores worked at several mercantile establishments in El Paso over the next couple of years, probably including those of
Magoffin and Lightner. His last apparent employer was Hugh Stephenson of
nearby Concordia. In 1858 he married Stephenson’s daughter, Margarita Stephenson Ascárate, and their children married into other prominent El Paso
and Juárez families such as the Samiengos and the Dagurres. José María Flores
became one of the prominent merchants and leading citizens of both El Paso
and Ciudad Juárez.107
Little is known about Luis Valdés. He was probably born in 1817 and apparently resided in Chihuahua through most of the 1850s. By the 1860s, he was
living in El Paso del Norte.108 Dolores Valdés wrote to her brother Luis in July
1862 about her home in Magoffinsville/Fort Bliss being pillaged of its doors,
windows, and other materials, shortly after the Magoffins and the Confederate
army had decamped to San Antonio.109 Luis subsequently contacted Magoffin in
San Antonio, offering to try to retrieve the materials and prosecute the thieves.
Luis died of diarrhea in El Paso del Norte in 1875, leaving a widow, María Refugio Durán, and five children.110 Their son, Marcial, moved to Las Cruces, New
Mexico, as a young man and became a United States citizen.111
Marcial married Carlota Lucero on 18 April 1875.112 He and his five children usually spelled their surname “Valdez.”113 Active in the Republican Party
throughout his adult life, Marcial Valdez served as a probate judge in Doña Ana
County, as a member of the New Mexico territorial legislature, and for thirty
years as a justice of the peace.114 He was also an editor and publisher of the Spanish-language newspaper El Tiempo, and briefly of its English counterpart, the
Las Cruces (N.Mex.) Daily Times.115 He died on 30 August 1921.116 Several members of this family still reside in the El Paso–Las Cruces area.
266

New Mexico Historical Review / Volume 91, Number 3, Summer 2016

Conclusion
James Wiley Magoffin, Gertrudis and Dolores Valdés, and their forebears and
descendants, formed a remarkable bicultural and binational family. Magoffin
apparently found something so special about the Valdés women that he risked
public scandal and Catholic Church disapproval to be with the women he loved.
Those women had family roots reaching deep into the soil of northeastern Mexico, south Texas, and Spain. Magoffin was perhaps the leading El Paso pioneer.
As Timmons expressed it:
For more than a decade and a half James Magoffin was the most powerful and influential individual in the El Paso area, his leadership and the
respect he commanded were unquestioned and unchallenged during the
Magoffinsville years. . . . Fluent in both languages of the El Paso area,
Don Santiago was admired by Americans and Mexicans alike during his
entire adult life, whether in Matamoros, Chihuahua, or El Paso.117
James Wiley Magoffin’s son, Joseph Magoffin became one of the leading figures in the community, serving four terms as mayor, occupying a number of
other important city and county offices over the years, and founding the State
National Bank of which he was president for forty years.118 As the years went by,
the facts surrounding how James Wiley Magoffin and Gertrudis Valdés met and
married, the true story of their love and life, and their extended family members became lost or shrouded in family myth and culturally biased interpretation. It is now abundantly clear that, at least during their lifetimes, Magoffin
and Valdés’s children were aware of their Mexican heritage. We know that the
extended Magoffin-Valdés family, including aunts, uncles, and cousins, moved
freely between Mexico and the United States and occupied homes on both sides
of the international border separating the two nations. This new information
about the Mexican side of the Magoffin family helps inform a new interpretative approach at the Magoffin Home State Historic Site in El Paso, Texas, that
enables visitors to more fully appreciate the nature of life on the border in the
late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries.
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C AMERON L. S AFFELL

!

A Reexamination of the “Bloodless Conquest” of
Santa Fe

Introduction

H

istorians of New Mexico are familiar with the so-called “bloodless conquest” of Santa Fe in the early months of the U.S.-Mexico
War (1846–1848). In August 1846 the last Mexican governor, Manuel
Armijo, fled ahead of the quickly advancing U.S. Army of the West led by Brig.
Gen. Stephen Watts Kearny. Armijo’s decision allowed the force to enter Santa
Fe completely unopposed with no shots fired. Those who know more details of
the campaign are aware of how James Wiley Magoffin, supposedly the U.S. government’s secret agent who went to Santa Fe ahead of Kearny, convinced—or
perhaps bribed—Armijo into abandoning the capital. In fact, some historians
have argued that Magoffin was the reason why there was a “bloodless conquest.”
The details of this important historical event have become a colorful account
of intrigue, deception, and treachery that could only take place in New Mexico.
In its retelling, the story has become almost mythical. The modern interpretation—relatively similar for at least fifty years—has evolved through a couple of
major iterations, each based on changing perspective and available materials.
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Yet important questions persist. Is the “bloodless conquest” narrative more fictional than historical? Are the facts—or our best understandings of them—
consistent with this version of the story? Or are there irregularities that should
be corrected? Was there a bribe? Were Magoffin and Armijo truly related by
marriage? Was Armijo really a crook who took a payoff to save his own neck?
Or was he a coward struck with fear at the prospect of facing a well-trained military force?
Unlike the famous quote from the fictional movie The Man Who Shot Liberty Valence (1962), “When the legend becomes fact, print the legend,” this article reassesses the details of the predominant “bloodless conquest” narrative of
the last several decades and offers a more factually balanced account.1 First, this
work reviews the evolution of the prevalent interpretation and examines why it
changed. Second, peeling back the layers of secondary accounts to expose the
original writings of people who were directly involved and using both American and Mexican military reports, letters, and recollections the article reexamines the timeline of events and activities of the key players. Third, it challenges
the veracity of primary accounts and exposes their potential for significant bias.
A thorough examination of these materials provides significant insight that
reframes the story of the conquest of Santa Fe.2
The Bloodless Conquest Narrative
The origins of the “bloodless conquest” narrative extend back to almost the
war itself. During and immediately after the conflict newspapers, a few books,
and congressional summaries published various letters and accounts of the
U.S.-Mexico War. In 1856, however, a new and important voice added to the dialogue. From 1821 to 1851 Thomas Hart Benton served as Missouri’s first U.S. senator, where he was an ardent supporter of westward expansion, settlement, and
trade. He was very interested in exploring and understanding what became the
western United States and the trade that emanated from his home state to Mexico along the Santa Fe Trail. For many years he chaired the Senate Committee
on Military Affairs, which became critically important during the U.S.-Mexico
War and made Benton a crucial advisor to Pres. James K. Polk.3
After Benton’s defeat in the senatorial election of 1850, he began working
on his memoirs, Thirty Years’ View; Or, A History of the Working of the American Government for Thirty Years, from 1820 to 1850. Having served over three
decades, his views and opinions were—and still are—highly valued observations of early nineteenth-century U.S. government affairs. When it came to the
war, however, Benton specifically did not want to write a history of those events,
stating that his work “does not write of military events, open to public history,
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but only of things less known, and to show how they were done: and in this
point of view the easy and bloodless conquest of New Mexico [emphasis added],
against such formidable obstacles, becomes an exception, and presents a proper
problem for intimate historical solution.”4 With that statement, Benton christened a behind-the-scenes story of Kearny’s capture of Santa Fe. Benton’s subsequent account became the foundational narrative for historians, one rarely
questioned for decades.
Benton painted a story around a genuine character: James Wiley Magoffin, a
“man of mind, of will, of generous temper, patriotic, and rich” who knew every
man in New Mexico and much of the rest of the country. Benton introduced
Magoffin to Polk, who engaged Magoffin’s services as a U.S. emissary. Magoffin
knew how to manipulate and convince officials, particularly New Mexico’s governor, Armijo, to avoid a fight and concede to the U.S. Army that was advancing
on the region. Benton argued that Magoffin engaged in these activities at great
personal risk and cost, as he was subsequently arrested and imprisoned in Mexico. After his release and return to Washington, Magoffin requested that he be
reimbursed for his expenses and financial losses. Benton championed him and
eventually convinced Washington officialdom to pay Magoffin. Benton felt that
the bloodless conquest could not have been effected if not for Magoffin.5
This story was not just a colorful anecdote in Benton’s memoirs. Several years
earlier he had written to historian Benson John Lossing about the campaign:
As you aspire to the character of an informed, as well as a veracious
historian, I can put you upon the track to give an inside view of the
“bloodless conquest” of New Mexico, so boasted by all the official and
semi-official accounts. The fact was that [the] ‘bloodless conquest’ was
arranged by Mr. James Magoffin . . . . I expect I can get you a copy of all
the papers from Magoffin[’s claims], tho [sic] he might not wish to have
every thing [Benton’s emphasis] told which he did, and how he did; but
I myself am privy to the whole from the beginning to the ending, and
instrumental in the first employment and final payment of Magoffin.6
One cannot say for sure whether Benton coined the phrase “bloodless conquest
of Santa Fe” (or of New Mexico). Historian John Stillwell Jenkins used the same
phrase in one of the first accounts of the war published in 1849, the same year
as Benton’s letter.7 Indeed, it may have been Kearny himself who first suggested
the bloodless conquest, although not in those exact words, in his “Proclamation to the Inhabitants of New Mexico.” Issued on 22 August 1846, Kearny stated
“Don Manuel Armijo, the late governor of this department, has fled from it: the
undersigned [Kearny] has taken possession of it without firing a gun or spilling a drop of blood.”8 Whatever the origins, Benton certainly capitalized on the
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phrase in publicizing his personal efforts, and those of Magoffin, in the successful military campaign.
For many years little information challenged Benton’s baseline narrative.
The only other direct witness, Capt. Philip St. George Cooke, who took Kearny’s message and Magoffin to Armijo, did not publish his account until 1878.
Magoffin’s documentation regarding his expenses did not come to light until
after 1900. Hubert Howe Bancroft, in his history of Arizona and New Mexico
published in 1889, relied greatly on Benton’s account but acknowledged in a
footnote, “There may be no reason to question the general accuracy of Benton’s
version, or to doubt that Magoffin really obtained these promises . . . . It is probable that there is much exaggeration in the implied opinion that the U.S. relied
mainly on, or that Kearny’s successes were due mainly to, M[agoffin]’s negotiations at this time. M[agoffin]’s efforts were rather the supplement or conclusion
to a long chain of investigations and negotiations by himself and others.”9
Revised Interpretations Surrounding the Bloodless Conquest
When all of Magoffin’s claim documents for his time and expenses became
available to historians such as W. E. Connelley, Stella Drumm, and Ralph Emerson Twitchell in the 1910s and early 1920s, the narrative of bloodless conquest
began to change. Magoffin still played his part as the central character and key
reason for success, but historians added some additional details to flesh out
the story. In the revised narrative, Magoffin reached Armijo because the governor was related to Magoffin’s wife, and Armijo had likely accepted a bribe
from Magoffin to flee New Mexico. With accounts published by these historians between the 1910s and the 1930s, the new history of the bloodless conquest
became entrenched, and this interpretation is still utilized to this day.10
Douglas Comer, in his book published in 1996 about Bent’s Fort and the
annexation of the Southwest, provides a rather typical and modern description:
“Armijo and Magoffin were not strangers. Magoffin had married a high-born
New Mexico woman and was Armijo’s ‘cousin by marriage.’ Whether money
was given to Armijo as part of the agreement reached is unclear—but certainly
Armijo’s dealings with the Americans had resulted in personal financial gains
for him in the past.”11 Historians in the last twenty years have so frequently
(about a dozen times in books alone, not counting numerous articles) repeated
the suggestion that Armijo was Maria Gertrudis Valdés Magoffin’s cousin that it
is commonly taken as fact.12
Yet questions remain: Were Magoffin and Armijo actually related and was
this really the basis for their relationship? An analysis that compares the genealogies of Manuel Armijo and Maria Gertrudis Valdés Magoffin answers these
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questions. Armijo biographer Janet Lecompte drafted a narrative genealogy of his family in the 1970s by utilizing Fray Angélico Chávez’s The Origins of New Mexico Families. Lecompte had the primary goal of debunking
the myth that Armijo came from disreputable parents and did not make his
wealth from stealing sheep.13 Further digging in Origins of New Mexico Families,
however, permits the construction of a nearly complete five-generation pedigree chart (fig. 1). The only ancestors not identifiable by name are a paternal
great-great-grandfather, whom Chávez identifies only as an Indian father, and
two maternal great-great-grandmothers. Everyone in the first four generations lived in the Albuquerque or Santa Fe areas, and many of those in the fifth
generation were either families displaced by the Pueblo Revolt or individuals
born in Zacatecas in the 1600s. Clearly, Armijo’s family had strong ties to Nuevo
México extending back to the Spanish Reconquest period.14
Unfortunately no resource such as Origins of New Mexico Families exists to
research the genealogy of María Gertrudis Valdés Magoffin. However, Rick Hendricks, Leslie Bergloff, and I have developed a similar five-generation genealogy
for Mrs. Magoffin (fig. 2). María Gertrudis de los Santos Valdés was born in 1806
in San Fernando de Bexár (San Antonio). She was indeed related to a Mexican
governor, but not Manuel Armijo. Rather, her relative was Juan Martín del Carmen de Veramendi, governor of Coahuila y Tejas in the early 1830s. He was Maria’s
half-uncle (they had the same grandmother but different grandfathers). Maria’s
maternal line is very well defined, going back to two great-grandparents born in
Spain (their respective parents unknown) and two sets of great-great grandparents
tied to the Canary Island families who settled San Antonio in the 1730s. Her paternal line is only defined through her grandparents, who appear to have either
been from or lived in the Monclova area of Coahuila in the mid-1700s. Likewise,
Maria’s mother and her parents (the Amondarains) had strong ties to Monclova
or nearby Saltillo. This genealogy shows her family to be well ensconced in the
Texas/Coahuila region of New Spain to at least the mid-1700s, with her known
relatives traced back to Spain itself in the early 1700s.15
Although no firm records exist about the paternal Valdés line prior to 1770,
the likelihood is extremely low that Manuel Armijo was related to Maria Gertrudis Valdés Magoffin. Essentially, there are no early Valdés ancestors who could
fall into the Armijo family line because the Armijos were in either New Mexico
or late seventeenth-century Zacatecas whereas the Valdés/Amondarains were in
either Coahuila or early eighteenth-century Spain. Indeed, if they had a common ancestor they would have been at least third cousins, and in that hypothetical case would have unlikely known anything of each other, having grown up
some eight hundred miles apart on different caminos reales. Armijo and Valdés
were more than likely not related to each other and therefore this “relationship”
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Manuel Armijo
(1790, Belen Parish–1854, Lemitar)

Bárbara Casilda
Durán y Chávez
(1755–?)

Vicente Ferrer
Armijo (1735–aft
1769)

Juana Silva (mid–1710s,
Santa Cruz – aft 1755)

Diego Antonio Durán y
Chaves (1723, Albuquerque – ?)

Francisca Alfonsa Lucero
de Godoy (?–aft 1764)

Salvador Manuel de Armijo
(?–1764, Albuquerque)

Fig. 1 Six-generation pedigree genealogy of Manuel Armijo

Gergoria Ruiz (1671,
Mexico City–1736,
Albuquerque)

Antonio de Silva
(1670, Queretaro–1732,
Albuquerque)

Juana Montoya (?–bef
1728)

Pedro Durán y Chaves
(bef 1680–1735)
Founder of
Albuquerque

Isabel Lujan
(?–1771, Santa Fe)

Juan Lucero
(?–1741, Santa Fe)

Maria de Apodaca
(1680s–aft 1743)

Vicente Ferrer Durán y
Armijo (1684–1743)
b. Zacatecas, d. Nambé

[Unknown]

Juan Ruiz

[Unknown]

Savalador de Silva
(resid of Queretaro, Mex.)

Diego Montoya
immigr to Santa Fe, 1693
Josefa de Hinojos

Lucia Hurtado de Salas
(?, New Mexico–1729)

Don Fernando Durán y
Chaves II (1651–1712/16)
Only Chaves w/ Reconquest

Pedro Lujan (1666–aft 1693)
b. New Mexico
Francisca Marin de Salazar
returned w/ Reconquest

Antonia Varela de Pera
(de Losada)

Antonio Lucero de Godoy
(1650/55, New Mex – bef
1712)

Indian father
Juana de Apodaca

Catalina Durån (? – aft 1706)

Jose de Armijo (? – bef 1706)
came to New Mexico 1695
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Maria Valdés Magoffin
(1806, San Fernando de Béxar–
1845, Independence, Mo.)

Maria Josefa Amondarain
(1786 – 1833, Monclova,
Coahuila)

Tomás Valdes de Casteñada
(1785, Valle de Santa Rosa,
Coahuila–1825, Monclova,
Coahuila)

María Josefa de la Encarnacion
Granados
(1759, San Fernando de Béxar –
1787, San Fernando de Béxar)

Juan Martín de Amondarain
(1760, Elduayen, Spain – 1802,
Saltillo, Coahuila)

Maria Casteñada
(?–aft 1808)

Francisco Valdés (?, Monclova
–bef 1808, Coahuila)

Fig. 2 Six-generation pedigree genealogy of Maria Gertrudis de los Santos Valdés Magoffin.

Maria Isabel de
Castro
(1738? – 1799)

Juan de Acuña
Rodríguez
Granado (1730,
Quatitlán, Mex. –
1782, San Fernando
de Béxar)

Mari Manuel
Anciola
resident of Spain

Juan Antonio
Amondarain
resident of Spain

[Unknown]

[Unknown]

[Unknown]

[Unknown]

Maria Hernandez
(17?? – 1769)

Miguel de Castro–Valdez
(1726 – 1756)

14th family of the Canary
Island settlers of San Antonio
Maria Robaina de Betancour
(1703, Lancerote, Canary
Island – 1779)

Juan Rodríguez Granadillo (1700 – 1730,
Veracruz)

[Unknown]

[Unknown]

[Unknown]

[Unknown]

[Unknown]

[Unknown]

[Unknown]

[Unknown]

[Unknown]

[Unknown]

[Unknown]

[Unknown]

could not have been the basis for the familial connection between James Wiley
Magoffin and Armijo suggested by some historians of the U.S.-Mexico War.
What then has made this error so pervasive? The suggestion that Armijo and
Valdés were related can be traced back to a letter written by Robert B. McAfee
to the secretary of war, William Marcy, while Magoffin was still imprisoned
in Chihuahua. With the death a few years prior of former Kentucky governor Isaac Shelby (grandfather of the diarist Susan Magoffin) McAfee was the
most-prominent politician of the greater Magoffin-Shelby-McAfee families of
Mercer County, Kentucky. McAfee, who was first cousin to James Wiley Magoffin’s mother, had served as a general in the War of 1812 and Andrew Jackson later
appointed him as Chargé d’affaires to New Granada (Colombia) in the 1830s.16
McAfee’s letter of June 1847 sought assistance from U.S. government officials to direct Gen. Zachary Taylor to intervene for Magoffin’s safety and release.
McAfee described his understanding of the situation: “He was taken prisoner
near Chihuahua last fall and condemned to be shot as a Mexican traitor having
lived in that place as a merchant and was returning to Chihuahua to look after
his affairs from Santa Fe, having been of essential service to General Kearny was
in advance of him on his march to California. His sentence was suspended at
the request of Governor Armijo, his wife being his relation [emphasis added].”17
No obvious reason exists for why McAfee believed María Gertrudis Valdés to be
a relative of Armijo. In fact she had died in 1845, just a couple of months after
coming from Chihuahua to Missouri with James Wiley Magoffin and their family. Thus, it is all but certain that McAfee never met her, and McAfee’s contact
with Magoffin would have been limited to Magoffin’s infrequent visits or correspondence with his family in Mercer County.18 McAfee offered the statement
nonetheless, perhaps to justify Armijo’s intervention in Magoffin’s case.
Likewise, what or even how McAfee knew about Magoffin’s imprisonment
remains unclear. He did not glean the information from Samuel and Susan
Magoffin, who did not return from Mexico (via ship) until late 1847, and it is
unclear when or how brother William Magoffin, who also was part of the same
trading trip, got home to Kentucky. Although family correspondence provides
a possible source for McAfee’s information, McAfee could possibly have been
reacting to newspaper accounts, although none have been located that mention
Armijo’s intervention.19
McAfee’s letter was among documents published by W. E. Connelley and R.
E. Twitchell in 1918 and 1923, respectively, and it became the basis for the fundamental shift in the narrative that Magoffin and Armijo had a familial connection. That said, McAfee clearly did not describe how Armijo and Valdés were
related—just that they were. The question then becomes: What is the source of
that particular detail?
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Investigating footnotes, the source of the cousin relationship appears to be
Howard R. Lamar. In 1962 he wrote a foreword to a new Yale Western Americana Paperbound reprint of Susan Shelby Magoffin’s diary, Down the Santa Fe
Trail and Into Mexico, which Stella Drumm originally edited and published in
1926. The foreword provides the larger context of Kearny’s Santa Fe campaign
and the prominent role played by James Wiley Magoffin in which to understand Susan’s perspectives in her diary. Susan herself had no direct knowledge
of these events, as she and Samuel arrived in Santa Fe almost two weeks after
Kearny.20 Lamar offered details in two parts of the foreword, the first describing the Magoffin-Valdés marriage: “In 1830 James further entrenched himself in
the economic and social life of the northern provinces by marrying Dona Maria
Gertrudes Valdez de Beremende, who came from a prominent Chihuahua family. Her brother, Gabriel Valdez, was also a Mexican trader on the Santa Fe Trail,
and her cousin, Manuel Armijo, was a rich, self-made merchant from Albuquerque who was soon to be governor of New Mexico [emphasis added].”21 Lamar
repeated this suggestion of the family connection a few pages later in describing
the advance work by Magoffin and Cooke:
There [at Bent’s Fort], after consultation, Kearny appears to have fallen
in with Magoffin’s plans, for on August 1 he detailed Captain Philip St.
George Cook[e] to take twelve men to accompany Magoffin to Santa Fe
under a flag of truce and to negotiate with the Governor, General Manuel Armijo. When the small party arrived in the enemy capital twelve
days later, Magoffin acted as if he were merely a merchant riding under
Cooke’s protection. But long after the guards and officials had gone to
bed and left the Palace of the Governors in darkness, Magoffin brought
Armijo, who was his cousin by marriage, to Cooke’s chambers for secret
conferences [emphasis added].22
Texas Western College historian Rex Strickland promptly pointed out this
“cousin relative” error. In his review of the book for Southwestern Historical
Quarterly, Strickland writes, “Lamar has fallen into the tired, old error concerning the identity of James Magoffin’s wife.” Although Strickland mainly criticizes the reference to Valdés being a Veramendi from Chihuahua (the link to
her half-uncle who was governor of Coahuila y Tejas), Strickland’s explanation
makes Valdés’s Texas roots clear and, by implication, the lack of a connection to
Armijo or New Mexico.23
Accepting a family connection—an interpretation that itself only dates back
to the 1920s—as the primary reason why Magoffin could have so easily reached
Armijo bypasses the more reasonable and direct explanation: the two men had
already known each other for years. Re-reading Lamar’s statement, he identifies
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this more-probable explanation: “Manuel Armijo, was a rich, self-made merchant from Albuquerque who was soon to be governor of New Mexico” [emphasis added]. In fact, Armijo’s brothers had wagons in the trade caravan following
the U.S. Army. Armijo was himself a merchant by the late 1820s, and involved
in the Santa Fe and Chihuahua Trails trade. By 1832 Magoffin had shifted his
operations to the same routes.24 In addition, during his three terms as governor Armijo had oversight of collecting customs duties from traders when they
arrived in New Mexico. Not only did Armijo and Magoffin know each other,
they also were probably friends.25
Portrayals of Manuel Armijo
Almost all accounts depict New Mexico’s governor Manuel Armijo as a heartless despot who fled danger to protect himself and his wealth. Historians Daniel Tyler, Janet Lecompte, and most recently Paul Kraemer have demonstrated
that Armijo’s reputation is largely based on two factors: the written descriptions of Armijo by George Kendall of the New Orleans (La.) Picayune newspaper after the Texas-Santa Fe Expedition in 1841; and Armijo’s abandonment of
Santa Fe in the late hours of 14 August 1846, which led a señora (lady) who visited Susan Magoffin a few days later to call Armijo a ladrón (thief) and a coward. As Kraemer’s article title of 2011 denotes, Armijo’s reputation needs major
rehabilitation.26
A reassessment of Armijo—and by extension the role Magoffin played in the
“bloodless conquest”—first requires an examination of the contemporary Mexican records. Several months after these events, Armijo was tried in Mexico City
on charges related to cowardice and desertion.27 Several files in Mexico’s Archivo
Histórico Militar hold depositions and information about the trial. Only in a
couple of instances have historians consulted these documents, much less compared them to U.S. accounts to improve the historical understanding of the
events.28
The Mexican military’s summary folder regarding Armijo and his withdrawal from Santa Fe includes accounts of what transpired from three Mexican men. Pío Sambrano, a merchant from Chihuahua who had arrived in Santa
Fe at the beginning of August, offered some general information. The Santa Fe
presidial captain, Ignacio Muñoz, and one of his lieutenants, Manuel García de
Lara, gave further details. Their information is very consistent with the only
American eyewitness account, provided by Philip St. George Cooke in his autobiographical account published in 1878.29
On 2 August, Cooke, twelve men handpicked from his unit, and merchants
James Wiley Magoffin and Juan González set out from near Bent’s Fort for Santa
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Fe. Kearny had made Cooke aware of Magoffin’s role as dictated by Marcy, and
Kearny sent with Cooke a letter to Armijo. The journey took ten days. Cooke,
who suffered food poisoning from a turtle soup prepared the evening of 10
August by Magoffin’s cook, was temporarily separated from the merchants and
his men, so Magoffin and González entered Santa Fe the next day ahead of
Cooke. Muñoz and García de Lara both stated that Magoffin went directly to
Armijo’s home for what became the first of several meetings over the next couple of days.30
Cooke’s arrival on 12 August merited great attention from the community.
The cries of alarm caused him enough concern to stop and affix a white handkerchief to his sword as a flag of truce. He was immediately directed to the Palace of the Governors, where he dismounted and was shown inside. Though
Cooke does not mention it, Muñoz says that Magoffin was at the Palace to greet
him and made the formal introduction of Cooke to Governor Armijo. Speaking
in “very formal book-Spanish,” Cooke told Armijo of his mission and offered to
present the letter from Kearny, but Cooke and Muñoz both stated that Armijo
stopped him and instead invited Cooke to settle into the quarters that had been
prepared for him. Cooke wrote that almost immediately U.S. merchants bearing
chocolate, cake, and whiskey visited him at his room.31
From there the accounts differ in detail but agree in general context. Cooke
saw Armijo, Magoffin, and others on at least two more occasions during the
afternoon and evening, later writing that Armijo asked many questions about
Kearny and his rank and the speed with which the Army had marched, which
Cooke thought was proffered to judge the strength of the force. Cooke suggests
that in the evening a large dinner took place at the Palace, although Muñoz’s
account has the dinner taking place at the home of José González Ortega. At
whichever location, a grand meal was served, although Cooke, who was still
suffering from the food poisoning two evenings prior, generally abstained from
the meal. Muñoz indicated that American merchant Henry Connelly and the
Spanish-born U.S. consul Manuel Alvarez were among those at the dinner.
Cooke offers no details of what was said, but Muñoz stated that a lengthy conversation took place, all in Spanish until someone entered who did not know
the language. A short time later, according to Muñoz, many of the group left for
Armijo’s house.32
Cooke said that at about 10 p.m. Armijo approached him with Magoffin, but
it is unclear where this took place. Armijo told Cooke he had decided to send a
commissioner back with Cooke to carry Armijo’s response to Kearny and that
they should leave the next morning (Thursday 13 August). Armijo also promised that he would be marching the next day with a force of six thousand.33
Muñoz and García de Lara were not privy to these details, but they suggested
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that Magoffin and Connelly secretly met with Armijo as many as five times.
García de Lara reported that Magoffin had said the Mexican residents would
be happy with the United States because their property would be respected,
their homes would be worth more, and that the system of government would be
much improved. García de Lara also recounted that he later spoke with Armijo,
who confirmed to García de Lara that Magoffin had been commissioned a colonel and that Magoffin had made similar comments to Armijo about wealth and
prosperity.34
Magoffin himself reported on one of these meetings without Cooke, a story
independently confirmed by Pío Sambrano. Magoffin and Armijo met with
the governor’s second-in-command, Diego Archuleta. In this meeting Magoffin suggested that the United States was only interested in the eastern side of
the Rio Grande and that Archuleta could remain to oversee the western part of
Nuevo México as a continuing Mexican state. Sambrano said that it was Armijo
who suggested that they not offer any resistance. Both Magoffin and Sambrano
wrote that Archuleta was initially enthusiastic about this plan, although Sambrano said he later became indifferent and Magoffin suggested that Archuleta
changed his mind in favor of resistance.35
On the morning of Thursday 13 August, Cooke recalled that he met with
Armijo for a final time (either at the Palace of the Governors or at Armijo’s private residence) and was treated to an array of chocolate, cake, and bread “such
as only Mexicans or Spaniards can make.” He was soon joined by Armijo’s commissioner, who turned out to be Connelly. Muñoz offered a different take on
this day’s events. He indicated that Cooke, Connelly, Magoffin, and two other
men left Santa Fe, but not before a large picnic hosted by several foreigners, as
well as Chihuahua trader and Magoffin’s friend José Cordero. Toasts were given
to a prosperous future, which Muñoz and other observers found to be highly
suspicious. Cooke said that his parting words, spoken from the saddle as a general statement offered in English, were “I’ll call again in a week.” On Saturday 15
August Cooke rejoined Kearny and the U.S. Army, but offered no observations
about the general’s reaction to Connelly or Armijo’s letter.36
Was a Bribe Paid?
None of the primary accounts, including those of the key players involved,
mention any kind of bribery. Nevertheless, secondary historical accounts often
include the suggestion that Armijo took a bribe to abandon Santa Fe—most
often expressed as one that Magoffin paid. Yet there is virtually no basis for
this interpretation. Some historians point to Magoffin’s itemized summary of
his expenses that he submitted to Sec. of War George Crawford in April 1849
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as their source. However, upon closer examination Magoffin specified the
bribes involved. The first was $3,800 paid “in order to extricate from the military judge, Gen. Kearny’s written statement of my services in Santafe [sic], New
Mexico, directed to the Secretary of War, Washington.” He then listed two items,
not explicitly stated as bribes but taken that way by Crawford: $1,100 paid to
the auditor of war for Durango, Mexico, for his release from prison; and an
additional $500 paid to a Mexican friend to make the arrangements with the
auditor.37 Magoffin makes no mention of any payment to Armijo, either in his
itemized expenses or in his initial letter to Marcy written ten days after the U.S.
Army arrived in Santa Fe. Likewise, Cooke includes no reference to any gold or
a bribe in his autobiographical account.38
Is there any other evidence to suggest a bribe was paid, and was Magoffin
involved? The answer is yes and no. The testimony of Donaciano Vigil, who
was said to have evidence proving Armijo sold New Mexico to the United
States, helps answer these questions. The materials from the Archivo de Defensa
Nacional on “Formación de causa al General Manuel Armijo” (For the Prosecution of General Manuel Armijo) contain a letter, written in June 1847, from José
Maria Árlegui to Ángel Trías, the Chihuahua governor who faced off with Col.
Alexander Doniphan in the Battle of Sacramento in February 1847. This source
has Vigil stating that an El Paso laborer testified that a man named “Espayer”
delivered 24,000 pesos in cash money to Armijo, followed later by “five hundred ounces of gold brought by Captain Lisa with eleven men assisting who
entered before the forces.”39 Vigil would likely have been in a position to know
of what he spoke. He had served as Armijo’s provincial secretary in the past, and
Kearny designated him the first secretary for the Territorial government under
Gov. Charles Bent. Vigil became acting governor when Bent was killed in the
Taos Rebellion in December 1846.40 Another version of this testimony attributes
the gold delivery to “Capitan Cuco.” With an average market price during that
period of $18.93 per ounce and an official U.S. government price of $20.67 per
troy ounce, the gold alone would have been valued around $10,000; with an
approximate one peso-to-the-dollar currency exchange, the total “bribe” would
be the equivalent of about $900,000 in today’s money.41
Whatever evidence Vigil refers to has never surfaced, although as Armijo’s
territorial secretary he would likely have been in a position to know whether
any money changed hands. “Espayer” refers to Albert Speyer, a merchant-trader
who frequently partnered with Armijo. In fact in 1846 Speyer and a second
group of wagons owned by Armijo left for Santa Fe well ahead of the usual summer caravan. Both groups carried arms and ammunition, Armijo’s for his use
and Speyer’s for the governor of Chihuahua. Hearing of these reports, Kearny
had sent an army unit to chase down the Speyer/Armijo wagons in June, but
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the group quickly made it to Santa Fe without the army overtaking them. Once
there, and learning of the pending advance of U.S. troops down the Santa Fe
Trail, Armijo decided to sell his goods to Speyer. Thus, Speyer did indeed
pay Armijo some amount of money—but apparently it was a legal business
transaction.42
The conflicting references from the two copies of the testimony on who
delivered the gold adds a different wrinkle to the story. Neither the Biographical Register of the Officers and Graduates of the U.S. Military Academy at West
Point, N.Y., nor the index of soldiers documented in the Mexican War service records include a “Lisa,” “Leisa,” “Lesa,” “Leesa,” or any other close variants.43 Name aside, the description of the captain assisted by eleven men almost
exactly matches Cooke and his twelve dragoons (omitting Magoffin and Gonzales). Arguably “Captain Cuco” is a rendering of Captain Cooke.
Another source suggests a bribe was paid and corroborates the assertion
attributed to Vigil. Philip St. George Cooke III, writing in the preface to a reprint
in 1964 of his great-grandfather’s book, states that Cooke did not write “that he
was the only officer on the frontier that the government would trust with the
large sum of gold used to bribe Armijo to leave Santa Fe and New Mexico without fighting the forces of the United States Army.” Cooke III provides no source
for the information, and it is the only time in the many books by or about the
Cooke family that this suggestion is offered—probably it is family folklore.44
Several conclusions result from investigating these sources for proof of a
bribe. First, no evidence exists that Magoffin offered or paid a bribe. No primary
sources attribute anything of this nature to him. Second, the accounts by Vigil
and Cooke III provide a weak and murky suggestion that the U.S. military—
by way of Captain Cooke—carried bribe money. This premise seems highly
unlikely, however, and Cooke himself never mentions such a transaction in any
of his writing. None of the military orders from the War Department to Kearny
and in turn from Kearny to Cooke reference gold or any other account of a payoff. No accounts by rank-and-file members of the Kearny forces published at
the time or in years since mention a large cache of gold carried by the column,
and someone likely would have noted 500 ounces of gold in his letters home or
in personal diary entries. Thus, sources do not substantiate the case that Armijo
was paid a bribe.
Accounts of Armijo’s Withdrawal from Santa Fe
After Cooke departed to return to Kearny and the Army of the West, Armijo
feverishly prepared to defend Santa Fe. According to both Armijo’s and local residents’ accounts, men continued to gather in the village in response to Armijo’s
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appeal of 8 August 1846. By 14 August approximately eighteen hundred men had
gathered in Santa Fe. Armijo also took a few minutes to write a new will—actions
suggesting that he intended to lead his troops in battle in the near future.45 The
next day he ordered these men, assembled as auxiliary units, to march from
Santa Fe and begin taking up a position in Cañon del Apache (called Cañon
de Pecos in some accounts) just west of modern-day Glorieta, New Mexico.
Armijo went out to join them on 16 August with his regular troops, a group of
about two hundred men. He later reported to the Ministro de Guerra y Marina
(Minister of War and the Navy) that although he had a significant number of
men formed in regular and auxiliary companies, only a few of the citizens were
armed and everyone lacked munitions.46
The person lost in all these accounts is the story’s original hero: James Wiley
Magoffin. From the time Cooke left Santa Fe on 13 August until his sister-in-law
Susan Magoffin arrived on 30 August, hardly any source mentions him or
describes his actions. Perhaps he continued to meet with Armijo, Archuleta, or
others in attempts to dissuade the Mexicans from resisting the U.S. forces. The
only time Magoffin appears in his own letter to Marcy dated 26 August. Providing only a few details, Magoffin simply writes that Armijo’s second-in-command,
Archuleta, had assured Magoffin that he would not oppose Kearny’s arrival.
Magoffin added that on the day before the withdrawal, Armijo had issued orders
to fortify the road through the mountain pass with what Magoffin thought was
three thousand men.47
After Armijo reached Apache Canyon on the afternoon of 16 August he convened one or more meetings of the military leaders and some individuals from
Santa Fe, perhaps even including members of the legislative assembly. Up to this
point, all the Mexican accounts of Armijo’s actions generally correspond. What
happened in those meetings, however, is a key point of dispute.
Armijo later said that he initiated the meeting of officers and influential citizens and attempted to rally the troops, appealing to their Mexican patriotism. He
stated he already knew that the auxiliaries lacked the desire to fight, an opinion
affirmed by their captains. Lacking provisions and munitions they did not want to
pointlessly sacrifice themselves. After the meeting, Armijo reported that the auxiliary units left, leaving him behind with his regular force of two hundred men.
The presidial officers decided that the best course was to withdraw south to join
the forces of Col. Maurice Ugarte, thought to be moving north from Chihuahua.
Overnight, according to Armijo, most of the regulars deserted.48
One independent account supports Armijo, a note attributed to Aniceto Abeytia by historian Benjamin Read. Guerra Mexico-Americana (1910) contains an
author’s footnote saying that “en honor á la verdad” (in all honesty) after Read
had finished writing about Armijo as a traitor that Read had spoken with AbeySaffell / A Reexamination of the “Bloodless Conquest” of Santa Fe
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tia, who told him that after a careful discussion of the officers Armijo withdrew
because of the lack of men and ammunition, thus avoiding unnecessary bloodshed. Abeytia, then fifteen years old and later a lieutenant with the New Mexico
Infantry in the American Civil War, told Read he was present at the meeting.49
The citizens of Santa Fe tell a different story. A group of one-hundred-and-five
men submitted their account of events to the “President of Mexico,” Antonio
López de Santa Anna, on 26 September 1846. According to the citizens, a group
of four thousand Mexican men (all mounted, armed, and carrying as much
ammunition as they could acquire on their own) arrived in Santa Fe to defend
New Mexico. When Armijo and the dragoons arrived in Apache Canyon on
16 August and he met with the militia officers, only one man spoke. That man
stated that the militia had been gathered to fight and that it was their wish and
desire to do so. “His Excellency [Armijo] then replied that he would not risk facing battle with people lacking military training, and that he would do whatever
seemed fitting to him and with his [regular] troops. After that he ordered them
[the militia and civilians] to return to their homes.” Then, in a meeting with the
regular soldiers, Armijo reportedly told the men that they would advance from
their position to battle the U.S. Army. The troops responded enthusiastically,
“but as soon as the citizenry retired, instead of advancing he and the dragoons
and artillery retreated.”50
The citizenry’s version of events has some secondhand support. Don Nicolas Pino told historian Ralph E. Twitchell that at the officers’ meeting Archuleta
wanted to stand and fight, and several officers openly suggested that Armijo
should be assassinated. Later, feeling cheated by Magoffin’s promise that Mexico
would retain the lands west of the Rio Grande, Archuleta later participated in
Mexican efforts to overthrow Gen. Sterling Price at Santa Fe and in the killing of
Gov. Charles Bent during the Taos Rebellion.51
Rafael Chacón provides another account. Then a thirteen-year-old at the
military school, Armijo ordered the cadet into service to command a light artillery unit. When Chacón wrote his memoirs in 1906 he did not recall any meeting occurring. All he remembered was that “all of a sudden Armijo ordered all
the men to go back to their homes, saying that he would go to the front with the
regular companies and the squadron of Vera Cruz.” That night, Chacón was led
back to Santa Fe by his father (a judge and possibly the leader of the Santa Fe
militia) and sent to stay with an aunt in Chamisal. Thus, he was unaware of what
became of Armijo and the regulars.52
Colonel Ugarte, coming north from Chihuahua with additional Mexican
troops to support Armijo, gave a more diplomatic description of the events. He
described the meeting between the chiefs of the auxiliary forces and Armijo as
a dispute over various opinions about the defense, stating “The result was the
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forces were disbanded to their homes, and the general retired with the soldiers
and artillerymen to Galisteo. The presidial soldiers abandoned him, and after
spiking seven artillery pieces, [Armijo] entered the Sierra del Manzano with
only sixty men from the 2nd and 3rd Permanent Cavalry.”53
For his part, Magoffin—who likely was not present for any of these events—
told Marcy that at the meeting Armijo’s officers were not prepared “to defend the
territory” and were willing to accept Kearny’s word that all would be protected.
“Armijo, apparently [Magoffin’s emphasis], appeared very much exasperated” and
ordered the militia to disperse. He left for Chihuahua with about one hundred
dragoons, “maltreating all good citizens on his route.” One might infer from reading the full letter that Magoffin was as surprised as anyone that Armijo gave up.54
At some point during the day, after his arrival in the canyon, Armijo again
wrote to Kearny. In the three-page letter, perhaps laying out an argument for
his superiors more so than for Kearny, Armijo briefly wrote about the lengths
he had gone to defend Nuevo México: “We all know that we should defend our
country and we want to defend it, but we cannot because our central government is hundreds of leagues away, and it is impossible for me to receive the necessary assistance to do so in time.”55 He pronounced his intention to withdraw
to the west bank of the Rio Grande, a location that if Magoffin’s assertions were
true, would not be claimed by the United States. Armijo explained, “I am not
handing over the Department to you [Kearny], and I only have begun a military
withdrawal until I receive orders from my government, to whom I am reporting
everything that has happened.” According to novelist Paul Horgan, Armijo gave
the letter to his second-in-command for delivery. No American accounts mention whether this final letter was ever received by Kearny.56
By the morning of 17 August, Armijo found himself with sixty dragoons,
three artillery pieces, a howitzer, and very little in the way of supplies. Writing
to Ugarte from Manzano, Armijo said these men “were the only troops of this
department of New Mexico who have been willing to follow me until we meet
with troops of the supreme government.”57 He withdrew south via the Manzano
Mountains and the Plain of Las Gallinas, burying the artillery pieces between
Galisteo and Cerrillos because dragging them along was only slowing their
march. Although no one documented it, presumably Armijo crossed the pass
south of the Manzano Mountains and forded the Rio Grande somewhere near
Socorro on his way to El Paso del Norte in hopes of locating Ugarte.58
Did Armijo Abandon His Post? Was He a Coward?
These accounts raise the question of whether or not Armijo was struck by
cowardice. Many contemporary descriptions certainly depicted Armijo as
Saffell / A Reexamination of the “Bloodless Conquest” of Santa Fe

293

a coward. English adventurer George Ruxton wrote in his diary of Armijo’s
“shameful cowardice in surrendering Santa Fé to the Americans without a show
of resistance.” John Hughes, traveling with Col. Alexander Doniphan a couple
of weeks later, told of an encounter with a resident of Algodones (about forty
miles southwest of Santa Fe), who labeled Armijo a damned rascal who had
“gone to the devil.” U.S. soldier George Gibson wrote that “Armijo gets curses
on all sides for cowardice and his tyranny” from the locals as they entered Santa
Fe.59 The citizens of Santa Fe made very harsh comments about Armijo in their
letter to President Santa Anna:
On retiring from the field on orders from Sr. Armijo, [the people] were
publicly insulted with the epithet of cowards by this same gentleman after
they had rallied to him in compliance with their duty and desire. . . . He
ignored the good and constant services of these old troops of the Mexican Republic who had given no cause for being treated in such a manner.
He then abandoned the artillery and took with him about thirty or forty
dragoons . . . apparently those whom he deemed necessary for an escort
through the deserted terrain which he crossed in his shameless flight.60
They went on to state that a military withdrawal might have been more proper:
“It would have saved his military reputation and in some measure covered his
responsibility.” Although the citizens did not know if the Mexicans could have
been victorious, “at least we would have had the honor of having tried. Nothing,
absolutely nothing was done. And Sr. Armijo can say full well: I have lost everything, including honor.”61
Other evidence of Santa Fe citizens’ opinion exists. Lt. William H. Emory
wrote in his notes that Armijo “has long been suspected of wishing an excuse to
fly. It is well known he has been averse to a battle, but some of his people threatened his life if he refused to fight. . . . It is quite evident he fears the penalty
of his long misgovernment.”62 Another soldier wrote later that, “It is clear the
Mexicans here are very much discontented, and the further south you go, the
more this will become apparent.”63 These sources make evident the prevalence
of this opinion, particularly south of El Paso towards Chihuahua. It was a judgment that Armijo himself could not escape. On 12 October, Ruxton encountered Armijo on the road from Chihuahua to Durango. In their long discussion,
Armijo asked what Ruxton had heard from central Mexico about the happenings in Santa Fe. Ruxton recorded: “I told him that there was but one opinion
respecting it expressed all over the country—that General Armijo and the New
Mexicans were a pack of arrant cowards.”64
Armijo spoke in his own defense on a couple of occasions. In his first report
to Ugarte on 21 August, he again blamed the cowardice of his troops: “All the
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other soldiers have turned against me under the pretext which I will make
known to you when I see you.” He went on to state that the people of New Mexico were generally pro-U.S. These reasons contributed to his having to retreat
from Santa Fe.65 When he encountered Ruxton on 12 October Armijo justified
his decision on the basis that he did not have the men and munitions to mount
a proper defense: “They don’t know that I had but 75 men to fight 3000. What
could I do?” 66 Rafael Chacón, looking back with sixty years of experience, was
also generous in his assessment: “What could Armijo do with an undisciplined
army without any military training, without commissary resources, and without leaders to direct the men? He was a dwarf against a giant. Armijo was the
imaginary hero of that epoch. Had he rashly rushed to give battle, it would have
been equivalent to offer his troops as victims to the invading army; the result
would have been a useless effusion of blood, offering himself unnecessarily to
death.”67 A few weeks after the withdrawal from Apache Canyon, Armijo rhetorically asked the Minister of War and the Navy, “How could I have justified sacrificing uselessly the sixty valiant men who accompanied me? They could come
to this frontier . . . to swell the ranks of their brothers and sacrifice themselves if
necessary but with the honor and glory of the nation. These are the feelings in
my heart, proven by these facts: I abandoned my family and my interests, and
I refused with the dignity that my post demands the offenses of my enemies.”68
Armijo’s decision can hardly be faulted from a military perspective. It would
be hard to believe that he negligently abandoned his post. Rather, he appears to
have made a tactically prudent military decision. At the end of the day and whatever the cause, he had to face a U.S. force that he believed numbered around three
thousand.69 As noted in the variety of sources above, the number of Mexican men
Armijo actually commanded in his detachment and the militia is unclear. Prior
to Armijo’s arrival in Apache Canyon, estimates range from eighteen hundred to
ten thousand men, with most sources indicating it was perhaps two to four thousand in strength. However, his regular dragoons (i.e., the actual Mexican military
detachment) with which Armijo withdrew to the south numbered no more than
a couple hundred, possibly as few as sixty men according to Armijo, although it
benefits his own argument to say he had no soldiers with which to fight.70
Outnumbered, Armijo’s only advantage would have been his position. One
unnamed military official’s diary recorded, “The position they chose was near
the lower end [of the canyon], and it was one of great strength. The passage was
not more than forty feet wide. . . . It was thought by us that their position was
equal to 5000 men.” 71 U.S. soldier Abraham Robinson Johnston reported, “Had
Armijo’s heart been as stout as the walls of rock which nature gave him to aid
in defense of his country, we might have sought in vain to force this passage.”72
Emory was somewhat less generous in his analysis, suggesting that the placement
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would have briefly exposed U.S. Army soldiers to Mexican fire but they would
otherwise have easily overtaken it.73
Later events indicate this geographic position’s military power on the one
hand, and its weakness on the other hand. The Battle of Glorieta Pass in 1862
found the Confederate Army of New Mexico under Gen. H. H. Sibley occupying an area that included Armijo’s cannon position of 1846, with (coincidentally) U.S. military forces advancing into the canyon from the east. Although
the fighting was steady and the Confederates eventually carried the field of battle, the position’s weakness was exposed when Union troops led by Maj. John
Chivington circled around Glorieta Mesa and destroyed the Confederate supply
train. Had Armijo stayed and fought, a similar outcome might have occurred.
Holding out in the canyon, Emory suggested that Kearny likely would have sent
some of his troops, as the Union did, around south to circle back to Santa Fe via
Galisteo. Either way, Armijo could have found himself cut off, just like the Confederates sixteen years later.74
Withdrawing south to unite with the thousands of Mexican troops that
Armijo had been promised were coming from Chihuahua appears to be a very
rational decision. The place of battle would have been better chosen, and the
numbers more even. Armijo likely had no way of knowing that Ugarte himself
only had a few hundred men, so the confrontation that Armijo thought would
take place in central New Mexico never occurred. The evidence, however, suggests to military historians that Armijo probably made a strategic withdrawal
and would not have been guilty of “abandoning a post.” As for the possibility
of Armijo fleeing in the face of danger, it would be improper to apply today’s
standards of conduct. Historians should also question the impartiality of most
contemporary U.S. accounts about Armijo and his actions. It is clear that Mexicans from Chihuahua southward believed Armijo was a coward. If nuevomexicanos were of the same opinion, they did not hold it against him in the long
run. After the war Armijo returned to New Mexico, eventually settling on his
family’s lands near Lemitar. If the locals had any anger toward him, they could
easily have made life unsuitable for Armijo and caused him to leave; instead his
neighbors left him in peace. Although there were subsequent investigations in
Chihuahua of his conduct in 1849 and 1854, neither produced an indictment.
Armijo lived out his final years quietly as a farmer and small livestock producer,
dying in December 1853.75
Conclusions
Providing a thorough examination of several aspects of the bloodless conquest
of Santa Fe, this work does not represent a final judgment. Although Magoffin’s
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role has been overstated for many decades, the actual extent of his influence
remains unclear. A firm conclusion as to the character and conduct of Manuel
Armijo also requires further investigation. Perhaps yet-to-be-utilized resources
in Mexico, most likely from the trial documents of Manuel Armijo or the deposition and trial of James Wiley Magoffin, may yet yield further details and alter
historiographical interpretations of these events.76 Until those materials surface,
this article’s revised interpretation helps to better understand a critical moment
in New Mexico’s history.
This reexamination of the events of late summer 1846 in New Mexico makes
four major conclusions. First, much of the details and revised interpretation initially offered in the early twentieth century by Twitchell, Connelley, Drumm,
and others misconstrued the “newly discovered” documents. Aside from McAfee’s letter, those sources make no mention of Armijo and Magoffin somehow
being related. McAfee’s misstatement sent historians down a wrong path and
fundamentally changed the historical understanding of these men’s relationship. Furthermore, Magoffin’s request to be reimbursed for bribes he paid led
some historians to assume that if he bribed authorities in Chihuahua, he must
have done so in Santa Fe. That assumption, coupled with Armijo’s poor historical reputation, reinforced the conclusion that Armijo was a coward paid off
by the Unites States to avoid a fight. These early twentieth-century interpretive
errors occurred naturally in some respects, but deeper scholarly digging undermines many of their conclusions.
Second, Senator Benton’s memoirs were very powerful in setting the original narrative. Despite his direct connections to the key players, Benton’s account
is inconsistent with the interpretations of later historians. Benton likely would
have known if Armijo had been paid a bribe (by either Magoffin or the U.S.
Army), or that Magoffin was related by marriage to Armijo. He did not mention either of these details. That said, few historians have checked, questioned,
or contradicted Benton’s account of events. As mentioned above, Hubert Howe
Bancroft suggested in a footnote that the story was exaggerated, but he nevertheless utilized it as factual. Prior to the surfacing of Magoffin’s reimbursement
claims documents, Twitchell also used the Benton account verbatim.77 Only
Lansing Bloom, in an account in 1915 also published before the Magoffin claim
documents became widely available, declares the whole story as fabrication:
The present writer does not find tenable the generally accepted view that
Captain Cooke’s real mission to Santa Fe was to escort a secret agent of
the United States. H. H. Bancroft first elaborated this point, hinting very
broadly that both Armijo and his second in command, Juan Andrés
Archuleta, were bribed into not putting up any genuine resistance. There
is no denying that Bancroft gave color to his account by weaving James
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Magoffin into it; but, as he himself admits, his sole basis for so doing was
the reminiscences of Senator Benton. . . . It seems nearer the truth to say
that the plausible Irishman blarneyed the United States Government out
of $30,000 for his losses sustained later in Chihuahua than that he prevailed on Armijo not to defend his Department.78
Only one other historian questioned the Benton rendering, calling attention to
the potential for bias on Benton’s part. William Connelley, who in 1907 published an account about Col. William Doniphan’s expedition and its role in the
U.S.-Mexico War, was one of the first historians who tried to track down additional documentation, including the Magoffin claims. Connelley corresponded
with James Wiley Magoffin’s son Joseph on several points and included Joseph’s
brief profile of his father in a footnote. Joseph’s comments that his father had
been a “secret agent” led Connelley to put enough stock in Benton’s account to
merit its inclusion, but he hoped that documents held by the War Department
or Kearny’s descendants would confirm the account.79
Connelley points out, however, that Benton was heavily prejudiced against
Kearny: “No more uncompromising man ever lived than Benton. No man
ever in American public life was more intolerant, and often he was, despite his
greatness, rash and unreasonable.” Additionally Connelley writes that Benton’s
son-in-law was Lt. Col. John C. Frémont. In January 1847, U.S. Navy Commodore Robert Stockton had appointed Frémont military governor of California, a
post that he refused to relinquish when Kearny arrived from Santa Fe with written orders from President Polk and Secretary Marcy that Kearny would serve as
governor of California. Frémont was eventually court-martialed and convicted
of mutiny, disobedience of a superior officer, and military misconduct. Benton fiercely defended Frémont and openly declared his hostility toward Kearny,
leading to a thirteen-day fight against Kearny’s promotion as brevet major
general in September 1848. There was no way that Benton was going to give
Kearny any credit in the New Mexico campaign, and Connelley agreed with
several of his correspondents that Benton’s bitterness toward Kearny had to be
acknowledged.80
Connelley hoped that the War Department documents, which he did not
obtain until several years later, would more definitively establish whether
Magoffin deserved the honors that Benton ascribed to him: “Should it prove to
be true, even then the services of General Kearny can never be considered the
less efficient and valuable.” Thus, Connelley’s conclusion in 1907 that Magoffin’s
role may have been significant, should not be to the detriment of the work done
by Kearny, whom Connelley stated “acted in the conquest of New Mexico with
promptness, energy, firmness, and intelligence.”81
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Connelley’s cautions provide a strong basis to question, if not discredit, the
veracity of the “bloodless conquest” of Santa Fe interpretations based on Benton’s memoir, which influences this analysis’s third conclusion about what the
other primary documents reveal. As outlined above, it seems at best that Magoffin only planted seeds of doubt in Armijo’s mind. He was not solely responsible
for the bloodless conquest of Santa Fe, regardless of anyone’s interpretation of
his actions after the war. It is critical to remember that in order to secure reimbursement for his claims, Magoffin had to demonstrate that he played a highly
significant role.
If Magoffin’s letter to Marcy on 26 August 1846 is any indication, he may
have successfully dissuaded Colonel Archuleta from opposing the United States’
annexation east of the Rio Grande, but it is unclear that he convinced Armijo
of anything. He may have been an influential voice, but Armijo obviously continued to prepare a defense at Apache Canyon as late as thirty-six hours before
Kearny’s advance troops arrived. Even in his own account, Magoffin claimed no
direct credit for any result.82 Indeed, had Magoffin’s letter been available to Connelley for his book in 1907, he would have found that Magoffin himself gave broad
credit to Kearny: “Genl. Kearny by his mild and persuasive manners has induced
the good people of New Mexico to believe that they now belong to the greatest
nation on earth, and that the stars and stripes which are now so gallantly waiving
over the capitol of this City will always give them ample protection from foreign
foes.”83 This statement leads to this article’s fourth conclusion: Kearny is not given
as much credit by historians for the successful conquest as he may be due.84
Many events in history are as complex as this story, but rarely do they get the
in-depth scrutiny that may be required. This reexamination demonstrates how
failures in primary source criticism and the casual acceptance of previous secondary accounts can perpetuate incorrect interpretations of historical events.
Scholarly rigor applied to the primary sources in this case provides a better historiographical accounting of the intrigue surrounding the events of August 1846
in New Mexico. When the legend fails to accord to fact, print accurate factual
analysis.
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Evolving Interpretation at the Magoffin Home
State Historic Site in El Paso, Texas

T

he house was as interesting as any I had ever visited. My guide was
friendly, but as the tour began, it became evident that she knew some
facts about the family that had lived there, but little about history in
general. She pointed to objects and told me to whom they belonged, but I did
not really care. I wanted to hear a story, something that would grab my attention, something I could identify with and learn from. As I said goodbye, I felt
cheated, not because I had paid for the tour but, because I left without any idea
of why the place was important. It was a disappointing afternoon that I have not
forgotten.
Interpretation at house museums can range from inspiring to just plain boring. Today, visitors are not just interested in celebratory facts about rich and
famous men; they want to understand the past in personal and relevant ways.
They want to know about what women did, how children were raised, and what
kind of hired help there was. They want to understand how the story we tell is
like or unlike their own family story and they trust that the museum guides are
giving them the most accurate information.
For those of us who work in museums and historic sites, providing a great
experience for our guests is our main goal. We know that great interpretation
Leslie Bergloff is the director at the Magoffin Home State Historic Site and teaches for Texas
Tech University School of Architecture, El Paso, in its preservation program. A public historian, Ms. Bergloff has worked at several institutions in New Mexico and has served as a
consultant for the development of public history programs. Ms. Bergloff wishes to thank Dr.
Cameron Saffell and Dr. Rick Hendricks for their support and extensive work on the Magoffin Home research.
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is imaginative and must inform, entertain, and enlighten our visitors. People
love good stories, strange facts, inspiring thoughts, and things that evoke an
emotional response.1 People want to hear about the things that are important
to them, and what they value most changes a bit with every generation. One of
the biggest challenges in a house museum is tying family history to bigger and
broader themes in the history of a city, state, or country. It is easy to focus on
just one family’s experience and forget that people do not live in a box. Local,
national, and international events and trends influenced their experiences.2 This
is why research is so important. Without it, historic sites would just repeat stereotypical representations of the past.
Good research is the first step in constructing a historical narrative that
is interesting and inspiring to the general public. Museum interpreters make
research come alive for people who may rarely pick up an article or book. We
can talk all day about how people did laundry in 1890 and few visitors will
engage in the discussion. It is an entirely different matter when we have them
doing the laundry. We can no longer expect visitors to read or listen to long academic discourses. They expect a whole lot more.
At the Magoffin Home State Historic Site, the staff takes the expectations of
its visitors very seriously. Their expectations have guided our work to update
the research on the home and the family in an effort to provide better answers
to the questions visitors ask about the past. This article focuses on the re-interpretation of the Magoffin Home and the way recent research has changed
how the staff tells the story of this southwestern treasure. The two other articles
in this issue of the New Mexico Historical Review introduce and discuss family
members who lived long before the Magoffin Home was built but whose stories
help provide historical and genealogical context for researchers and interpreters. Additionally, a photo essay featuring some of the Magoffin family members
mentioned in these articles concludes the issue.
Civic leader Joseph Magoffin (1837–1923) built the Magoffin Home just east of
downtown El Paso around 1875. This large adobe home is one of the best examples of Territorial style architecture in the American Southwest. The Texas Historical Commission (THC), the state’s preservation office, operates the Magoffin
Home, which is El Paso’s only house museum. The museum is open six days a
week and provides tours to visitors who come from all over the world.
The Magoffin Home is a state historic site, a State Antiquities Landmark, and
is listed on the National Register of Historic Places. It received these designations not only because of its architecture but also because of the influence of
Joseph Magoffin and his family had on the development of El Paso. Magoffin
family members lived in the home for 109 years; the last of these family members died there ten years after it became a historic site. Because the family
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occupied the home for such a long time, many of the original belongings remain
and are the basis of the museum’s collections. The holdings include furniture,
art, books, personal belongings, old papers, photographs, and keepsakes—the
sorts of things one might find in any home. These materials give insight into the
Magoffin family and their history from 1850 to the 1970s.
The family’s history in the El Paso area began more than forty years before
Joseph Magoffin built his home. James Wiley Magoffin (1799–1868), Joseph’s
father, was a merchant and trader on the Chihuahua and Santa Fe Trails, first
residing in Mexico in the 1830s. Joseph and his ten siblings were born in Mexico
and lived there until late 1844 when the family moved to Independence, Missouri. After the U.S.-Mexico War, James Wiley Magoffin acquired more than
twelve hundred acres of land along the Rio Grande, created an early settlement
east of modern-day El Paso, and called it Magoffinsville.3 Joseph and his brother
Samuel attended schools in Kentucky and Missouri, and after graduation went
to work in their father’s mercantile in Magoffinsville in the mid to late 1850s.4
When the American Civil War broke out, Joseph and Samuel joined the
Confederate Army. After the Confederate Army of New Mexico was defeated
in the Battle of Glorieta Pass in northern New Mexico and retreated to Texas
in spring 1862, the Magoffin family left for San Antonio, Texas, leaving Magoffinsville and the rest of the family property in the region unattended. Late in the
war, Unionists seized and sold lands owned by the Magoffins and other Confederates. James Wiley Magoffin died in 1868 before he could regain his land. It
fell to Joseph, as the only male heir, to return to El Paso and file lawsuits for the
return of the land they had lost.5 Over time, Joseph was able to regain clear title
to nearly all the properties, and this land became the basis of his future wealth.
Joseph used a portion of the land for his personal homestead.6
Joseph went on to serve in many public offices. He was a judge, justice of the
peace, city alderman, and four-time mayor of El Paso. He was federal collector of customs and a cofounder and vice-president of the State National Bank,
one of the earliest banks in El Paso. He became an advocate for the development of the little village of El Paso and used his extensive land holdings to help
bring railroads, utilities, and new businesses to town. Joseph’s wife, Octavia, also
became influential in the community, was very active socially, and helped establish the Catholic Charities. Before the arrival of railroads and hotels in the early
1880s, travelers and even a few settlers often stayed at the Magoffin home. In this
way, the Magoffins were well known for their hospitality. The couple loved to
entertain, and they hosted many prominent public events, making their home a
social center for the community.7
The Magoffins had two children, Jim and Josephine, both of whom grew up
in El Paso. Jim followed in the footsteps of his father as a local businessman
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and politician. He fathered four children. Josephine married an officer of the
U.S. Army, William Glasgow, and had five children. She inherited the Magoffin
home after Joseph’s death. All these children and grandchildren, in addition to
a number of great-grandchildren, lived in or visited the Magoffin home over the
decades.8 The site is fortunate to have several descendants who continue to volunteer today and share their family’s legacy.
After Joseph Magoffin’s death in 1923, the homestead was periodically threatened with demolition. Family and community members, led initially by Josephine Magoffin Glasgow, banded together to keep the building from being
torn down. In 1976, the year of the American Bicentennial, many communities looked for ways to preserve significant places in their cities. In El Paso, a
group of community leaders facilitated the purchase of the Magoffin Home by
the State of Texas and the City of El Paso. The property was established as a state
historic site under the management of the Texas Parks and Wildlife Department
(TPWD). The purchase included a life tenancy so that Joseph Magoffin’s granddaughter, Octavia Glasgow, who was still living in the home at the time of purchase, could continue to occupy part of the home until her death. She passed
away in 1986.9
With the change of ownership, TPWD developed a preservation plan for
the building and established the initial interpretation for the site. The findings
were assembled in a booklet that included both the historical research that the
department had completed and the preservation plan for the structure.10 For the
first thirty years, this document provided most of the research on the Magoffins
and was the only source of synthesized interpretation available to site managers and docents. The historical research, limited in scope, focused mainly on the
public accomplishments of the two Magoffin patriarchs, James Wiley and Joseph
Magoffin. Although other family members were mentioned in the research, the
incomplete nature of the information made it difficult to tell their stories or the
stories of anyone else who lived or worked in the home. Recognizing some of
these deficiencies, a few of the site managers conducted their own investigations and began a set of research files that we continue to augment today. They
also began communicating with Magoffin and Glasgow descendants and conducted some oral-history interviews. They documented a few important events
and activities, but little was done to change the overall interpretive focus.
Although the Magoffin Home had a century-long history, TPWD chose to
interpret the home in a specific time period, the 1890s, or the late Victorian
period that was so popular in much of Texas.11 Through this lens, the home was
interpreted as a Victorian mansion, despite the fact that its architecture represented a very different cultural tradition, a southwestern, Territorial style adobe
hacienda. In El Paso, this Victorian emphasis was unrepresentative of the bor312
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derland community and of family and community history. It was also during
this time that the home was promoted as a haunted house, and local films and
other publications emphasized the paranormal.12 For example, the story of
Charles “Uncle Charlie” Richardson, who died in the home in 1911, blossomed
into its own mythology about his ghost roaming the halls. Few local residents
knew that Octavia Glasgow continued to live in the home for ten years and often
watered the gardens at night in her pajamas, so stories about the “lady ghost in
the garden” became entrenched in the public memory. Many El Pasoans still
embrace this spooky concept. Some visitors are still reluctant to enter the building, and children are frightened by the possibility that spirits are waiting to
scare them.
Other misconceptions emerged in the public mind, fueled by misunderstandings of local history and, to a lesser degree, the inherent weaknesses of
the original interpretive storyline. Many locals believe that the Magoffin Home
originally belonged to James Wiley Magoffin and that it is the last vestige of
the early settlement of Magoffinsville.13 In fact, Joseph built this home seven
years after his father’s death on a new site about one mile west of Magoffinsville,
which was destroyed by a flood in 1868.14 Since there are no remnants of the settlement, it is easy to understand the mistake—particularly when the interpretation at the Magoffin Home emphasized both men.
Outside El Paso, the most well-known Magoffin in history is Susan Shelby
Magoffin. Many people believe that she visited and lived in the home during
her journey down the Santa Fe Trail in 1846, which she recorded in a personal
diary.15 In truth when Susan traveled down the Santa Fe and Chihuahua Trails,
there was little on the northern bank of the Rio Grande. She stayed instead in El
Paso del Norte, today’s Ciudad Juárez, then a village of a few thousand residents
on the south bank of the Rio Grande.16 Her famous journey took place nearly
thirty years before her nephew built the Magoffin home, but her prominence
today leads many to assume this structure must have been her house. The lack
of interpretation or explanation of any of the Magoffin women at the home did
not help dispel this notion.17
Another common misconception is that Joseph Magoffin was little more
than a rich politician and civic leader who imposed his Anglo cultural traditions on the Hispanic people living in El Paso. The original research avoided
discussing Joseph’s Mexican roots, his mother’s side of the family, or their connections to Mexico. The fact that Joseph was born in Mexico and came to the
United States as a child with his family makes his experiences similar to that of
other families living along the border. For example, Spanish was his first language, and he had to learn to speak English and to adjust to a society in which
he had not grown up. When Joseph returned to El Paso after the Civil War, he
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was almost penniless and worked at a local mercantile. Members of his mother’s
family lived in El Paso del Norte and Joseph and his family often traveled across
the border to visit them.18 The adobe home built by Joseph was likely similar to
the one he had lived in as a child in Chihuahua and very typical of pre-railroad–
era construction in El Paso—albeit with a larger interior than most. Additionally, Joseph and both his children spoke Spanish fluently. The Magoffins were a
multicultural family that learned to appreciate and embrace their cultural diversity just as those living along the border do today.
TPWD operated the Magoffin Home State Historic Site until 2007 when the
Texas Legislature transferred it and more than a dozen other properties to the
Texas Historical Commission. Attendance at the Magoffin Home had dwindled to less than three thousand people a year—the site was nearly closed in the
1990s—and it was losing its relevance to the El Paso community.19 To survive,
the staff had to figure out what the real story was and how it could be presented
in the most effective way.
I first came to the Magoffin Home in 2008, shortly after this transition. As
the new site manager, I was challenged to turn things around, yet I was inundated with all the historical misconceptions and a myriad of other problems. In
the first few days there, after getting phone calls about ghosts, mistresses, and
Magoffinsville, I realized that the historical research on the site was outdated
and inadequate. Docents were telling a story that visitors did not connect with
and that did not tie the family’s life to broader themes in local and regional history. Nor did they understand the significance of the architecture. The site was
doing a poor job of attracting its local audience, much less heritage tourists. The
only people beating down the doors to visit were the ghost hunters who wanted
to do overnight paranormal investigations—which neither I nor THC wanted
to encourage!
At that point I enlisted my good friends Cameron L. Saffell and Rick Hendricks, among others, to help me identify the issues that needed the most attention—both the myths and misconceptions that needed clearing up and the
interpretive areas that had never been fully developed. The THC supported this
effort with research funding, and Cameron and I spent many nights working
on the research and writing—creating and updating family narratives on each
member in the Magoffin story. We kept a list of questions about every aspect of
the Magoffins’ lives, and we worked to find the answers. We are still researching
these questions. I do not think we will ever be finished; as we answer one question we always come up with several more.
One of the most important things we needed to understand was the Mexican side of Joseph’s family, particularly to dispel the myth about Joseph being
an elite Anglo. Rick was already interested in James Wiley Magoffin and had
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written an article several years before about his two wives.20 Rick agreed to
gather more information in Mexico on the family in civil and church records.
For the first time, we were introduced to the Valdés family and the details of
their early family history in Coahuila y Tejas, and to other family members who
settled in El Paso del Norte. Rick’s findings became the basis of another family-history narrative and his article in this issue.
I was very concerned about the overemphasis on the Victorian era at the
Magoffin Home. El Paso lies in far West Texas, an area that has much more in
common culturally and historically with New Mexico and Mexico. Historians
have found little documentary evidence showing that the late-nineteenth-century Victorian traditions practiced in other parts of the United States were particularly common or even existed in El Paso in the same manner, although this
area still requires more research.
El Paso is home to Fort Bliss, one of the U.S. Army’s oldest and largest military installations, so a large part of the local population is military families or
retirees. This represents a large audience potentially interested in the Magoffins’ military activities. Other than a few tidbits about James Wiley’s role in the
“bloodless conquest” of Santa Fe and Joseph’s service in the Confederate Army,
little was said about the Magoffins’ military connections, and much less was
known about their wartime experiences. Expanding our research in this area
made our interpretation more attractive to this local audience. From James
Wiley Magoffin through his great-great-grandchildren, Magoffin family members have been involved in every U.S. military conflict from the U.S.-Mexico
War through the Cold War in the mid-to late twentieth century. Magoffinsville
was the second site of Fort Bliss, and Joseph Magoffin played an important role
in securing the property on La Noria Mesa in the 1890s as a permanent home
for the fort.21 In his final years, Josephine Magoffin Glasgow’s husband, William
(1866–1967), was the oldest living graduate of the U.S. Military Academy, a distinction not overlooked by the commanders at Fort Bliss, who visited him every
year on his birthday.22 Much research and writing has opened this new front in
our interpretation.
We knew the Magoffins had many landholdings in Texas and New Mexico, but no one had ever compiled them into a list. We launched a project to
search property records and create a database of their land transactions and,
for the first time, established a history of their property holdings. Although we
knew James Wiley Magoffin had more than twelve-hundred acres in his original purchases, there were few details about his properties. We were able to trace
the boundaries of these lands and others on maps. Instead of simply saying the
Magoffins owned the land “in this area of town,” the staff can now make connections to local landmarks such as hospitals and the international bridges that give
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visitors a much better idea of the extent of their holdings and of how important
those lands became in establishing the El Paso of today.23
Because Josephine Magoffin Glasgow inherited the home, her brother Jim
Magoffin’s side of the family had largely been neglected in the interpretation of
the home, despite the fact he, his wife, Anne Magoffin, and their children had
lived in it for many years prior to Joseph’s death. Anne had cared for Joseph in
his old age, and Joseph had a close relationship with his grandchildren who
had also grown up in the home.24 After Joseph’s passing, William and Josephine
Magoffin Glasgow moved into the Magoffin Home, and Anne and her remaining children moved to California. We contacted a descendent there, Mary
Anne Carter Cosgrove, who shared stories from Jim’s side of the family and
was thrilled to see that their history is a part of the new interpretation.25 We
have also been in touch with other family members, most recently some of the
descendants of Joseph’s cousins, the Valdéses from Juárez, to gather and document their stories. Publicity about these efforts and the incorporation of the
Borderlands story has contributed to increased attendance specifically by residents of Juárez, whose history directly relates to this part of the story.26
The staff has also re-investigated the history of the home’s architecture and of
the site itself. We still want to know if the back part of the home was actually part
of the original home and blacksmith shop of William Skillicorn, a structure built
in the 1850s—the suggestion is strong, but the evidence is weak. The new research
included looking at TPWD’s 1977 restoration work and other documentary evidence to prepare for the major preservation project that THC completed in 2012.
There is much more work to be done on the evolution of the building.
Each of these areas of research began to change what we knew and the way
we thought about the building and the family members who had lived in it.
This new knowledge in turn influenced the direction of the interpretation of the
home. Instead of emphasizing one historical era, the staff embraced the family
story as told over time. Pursuant to THC’s objectives for all its newly acquired
historic sites, THC hired a company to help us develop a Master Interpretive
Plan. Utilizing the new research, we were able to identify the interpretive goals
and the key interpretive themes that we now emphasize in our programs. A
simple statement of our interpretive goals for our visitors is to “encourage their
exploration of life in the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries in the
Southwest Borderlands.”27 In addition, the museum’s interpretive goals are to:
•Create memorable experiences that touch visitors’ hearts and minds.
•Give visitors a distinct learning experience by immersing them in
another place and time, enhancing the site’s unique sense of place.
•Help visitors create personal meaning by making connections between
the past and the issues they face today.
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•Place the Magoffin story within the context of local and regional history.
•Use the Magoffin story as a lens to introduce broader historical themes.
•Create a variety of interpretive opportunities using various platforms
such as the Internet, audio, exhibitions, and living history.
•Provide innovative interpretation that is grounded in sound scholarship
and presented in a balanced and objective manner.
Interpretive goals and new research led us to our key interpretive themes which
include:
The Magoffin family history can help us understand daily life in the past.
The way Magoffin family members lived—individually and as families—
gives us examples of the values and experiences common to families throughout history. From daily activities to annual celebrations, the Magoffins’ stories
gives us a better understanding of life in the past and greater insight into our
lives today.
The Magoffins were active and influential participants in the community.
Family members witnessed and were instrumental in significant changes in
El Paso during their respective lifetimes. They also influenced these changes
through their personal decisions and actions. This thematic approach touches
upon economic development, social organization, community involvement,
and political activism. The Magoffin Home was also an important gathering
place for business and social interaction.
The Magoffin story reflects the experiences of a multicultural family and
community.
The family members combined different cultural backgrounds effectively
and their personal experiences are representative of the cultural diversity of
this Borderlands community where they lived and worked. Stories of the people
who worked for the Magoffins and who came to the home for social and business activities expand the focus to include the various ethnic communities that
lived and worked in El Paso.
The Magoffins were witnesses to important historic events.
The Magoffins can provide a lens through which to present information
about important historical events. The Magoffins were personally touched by
the military conflicts that swirled around El Paso during their lifetimes including the U.S.-Mexico War, the American Civil War, the Mexican Revolution, and
both World Wars, as well as key historic events such as the first settlements of El
Paso, establishment of city and county government, and the arrival of railroads.
The architecture, design, and décor of the Magoffin Home and the Magoffin
Historic District transport people back through time. 28
The home and its furnishings provide authentic examples of different architectural styles and innovation in home design, decoration, and modern conveB ERGLOFF / Evolving Interpretation at the Magoffin Home State Historic Site
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niences. Likewise, the historic neighborhood around the Magoffin Home offers
opportunities to interpret the evolution of the community with all the different
ethnic and social groups the Magoffin family interacted with from the late nineteenth to the mid-twentieth centuries.29
With better and broader research and these new interpretive themes, the
staff implemented changes in our programs. In addition to creating an interpreter’s guide for our tour guides, we train our volunteers to understand not
just the history of the site but the broader historical contexts of our community history as well as the techniques they can use to engage our visitors
more effectively. The Magoffin Home tours are now much more dynamic and
engaging, taking advantage of each visitor’s interests to create a more-personal experience.
Additionally, the staff began a living-history program and used the research
to identify significant time periods and events in the Magoffin story that we can
portray. This program has been especially popular with our community. Each
year we focus on a different time period and theme. We have also changed our
marketing approach to promote our interpretive programs, events, and tours.
We now actively advertise and court our El Paso and Juárez communities, and
the families from Fort Bliss who are interested in learning about the military
connections to the site.
These changes help our visitors more readily identify with the Magoffin
story. Many local residents tell us that it is like their family’s story—a border
story. Visitors from other states and countries tell us that they have a much better understanding of the region after coming to the Magoffin Home. Some have
been inspired to save their own family history and homes, while others have
been challenged to think about historic preservation in a more-personal way.
The new research has transformed how our staff approaches the history of
the site. It has encouraged the community to see the Magoffin Home as representative of El Paso and its rich cultural heritage. We could not have moved
ahead without taking the time to examine our conceptions about its past and to
challenge the misconceptions. In the last few years, our annual visitation and
outreach has ranged from 16,000–18,500 visitors. This remarkable increase has
been largely generated by visitors who return often to the Magoffin Home and
who promote the site to friends and family through websites and social media.
Periodically historians must revisit and revise their understanding of the
past. Museums and historic sites have a responsibility to constantly question
their interpretations, both to reflect new research and to appeal to the changing
interests of visitors. The staff at historic sites are compelled to be as honest, fair,
and accurate as we can be. We will never know everything about the past, but
we should always be open to the challenges that come as we discover new infor318
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mation. Our visitors expect an experience they will not forget. At the Magoffin
Home State Historic Site, we are rising to the occasion.
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Magoffin Home State Historic Site, El Paso, Texas

Magoffin Homestead, El Paso, Texas

W

hen Joseph and Octavia Magoffin moved into their new adobe
home in 1877, El Paso was a small frontier town. The adobe construction reflects typical Spanish and Territorial architecture found
in the Southwest Borderlands at the time. The homestead, surrounded by
orchards and gardens, became a well-known social center in the community.
The original home consisted of six rooms and a large hall with a three-room
outbuilding to the south of the home; the various family residents added seven
more rooms, connecting the two buildings and creating the enclosed courtyard
that exists today. The home and its furnishings reflect more than 100 years of
continuous use by the Magoffins and their descendants. The Magoffin Home is
a Texas State Historic Site operated by the Texas Historical Commission and is
also on the National Register of Historic Places.

Leslie Bergloff is the director at the Magoffin Home State Historic Site and teaches for Texas
Tech University School of Architecture, El Paso, in its preservation program. A public historian, Ms. Bergloff has worked at several institutions in New Mexico and has served as a
consultant for the development of public history programs. Ms. Bergloff wishes to thank Dr.
Cameron Saffell and Dr. Rick Hendricks for their support and extensive work on the Magoffin Home research.
Cameron L. Saffell is an Assistant Professor of Museum Science at the Museum of Texas Tech
University and a historian of the nineteenth- and twentieth-century American Southwest. He
was formerly Curator of History at the New Mexico Farm & Ranch Heritage Museum. Dr. Saffell thanks his colleagues Leslie Bergloff and Dr. Rick Hendricks for their input and feedback
on this and other Magoffin research projects.
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Interiors of the Magoffin Home
Today visitors can explore the home and its fascinating history. Although the
function of the rooms have changed over time, it retains many of the lovely furnishings and decorative arts enjoyed by generations of Magoffin family members. These objects reflect the lives of a prominent multicultural family and help
visitors experience the past in a tangible way.

Interiors of the Magoffin Home. Photographs courtesy Magoffin Home State Historic Site,
Texas Historical Commission.
Bergloff and Saffell / Magoffin Home State Historic Site, El Paso, Texas
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James Wiley Magoffin (1799–1868)

James Wiley Magoffin, 1799–1868. Image courtesy Magoffin Home State Historic Site,
Texas Historical Commission.

James Wiley Magoffin was the founder and owner of Magoffinsville, Texas. Born
in Kentucky, James immigrated to Mexico in the 1820s and became a prominent
merchant and trader. In the 1830s he shifted his trading activities to the Santa
Fe-Chihuahua Trail. James Wiley assisted in the “bloodless conquest” of Santa
Fe at the start of the U.S.-Mexico War, but was held as a traitor by Mexico for
most of the war. After his release, he settled across the river from El Paso del
Norte and established Magoffinsville around 1849. His landholdings in the El
Paso area were seized during the American Civil War. He sold his land claims
to his son, Joseph, just prior to his death. He died in 1896 and was buried in
San Antonio, Texas.
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Dolores Valdés Magoffin (1820–1892)

Dolores Valdés Magoffin, 1820–1892. Image courtesy Magoffin Home State Historic Site,
Texas Historical Commission.

Dolores Valdés Magoffin was the second wife of James Wiley Magoffin. No birth
record for her has been located. It is unlikely that she was the last child of Tomás
and María Josefa Valdés, but instead a relative or adopted daughter. Dolores
accompanied the Magoffins when they immigrated to Missouri in 1845. She took
charge of some of the Magoffin children there while James Wiley Magoffin continued trade activities after the death of his wife and her sister, María Gertrudis
Valdés. She married James Wiley in a civil ceremony in Magoffinsville in 1850. She
moved to El Paso del Norte (now Ciudad Juárez) in 1862 when James Wiley and
the remaining family fled El Paso/Magoffinsville to San Antonio with the Confederate Army of New Mexico after the Battle of Glorieta Pass. She remained there
the rest of her life. She was Joseph Magoffin’s aunt and step-mother.
Bergloff and Saffell / Magoffin Home State Historic Site, El Paso, Texas
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Joseph Magoffin (1837–1923)

in 1896

Joseph Magoffin, 1837–1923. Image courtesy Magoffin Home State Historic Site, Texas
Historical Commission.

Joseph Magoffin built the Magoffin Home around 1875. He was born in Mexico to James Wiley and María Gertrudis Valdés Magoffin. Joseph immigrated
to the United States in 1845 and attended school in Lexington, Kentucky, and
St. Louis, Missouri. Later, he worked in his father’s mercantile business until the
Civil War, when he served as a quartermaster in the Confederate Army (reaching the rank of major). Joseph returned to El Paso in 1869 to reclaim his father’s
seized properties and quickly became a prominent civic leader. He held several public offices, including county judge, justice of the peace, city alderman,
and served four terms as mayor. Joseph also cofounded the State National Bank
and served as Vice President there for forty years. As a businessman and city
booster, Joseph played a significant role in the development of El Paso.
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Octavia MacGreal Magoffin (1845–1906)

Octavia MacGreal Magoffin, 1845–
1906. Image courtesy Magoffin Home
State Historic Site, Texas Historical
Commission.

Octavia MacGreal Magoffin was the wife of Joseph Magoffin and co-builder of
the Magoffin Home. Octavia met and married her husband during the Civil
War in Houston. She raised and mothered their two children, J. W. (Jim) and
Josephine, and became well known in El Paso. Recognized for her hospitality
at the Magoffin Home, she also participated in Catholic charities and public
causes.
James Wiley (J. W. or Jim) Magoffin (1864–1913)

James Wiley (J. W. or Jim) Magoffin,
1864–1913. Image courtesy Magoffin
Home State Historic Site, Texas
Historical Commission.

Jim was the only son of Joseph and Octavia Magoffin. Raised in El Paso, he
attended school in San Antonio and at the University of Notre Dame. He marBergloff and Saffell / Magoffin Home State Historic Site, El Paso, Texas
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ried Anne Buford in 1897, and they had four children. He held various jobs
throughout his life including as Deputy Collector of Customs, railroad agent,
and insurance agent. He died at age forty-nine after suffering complications
from appendicitis.
Anne Buford Magoffin (1873–1962)

Anne Buford Magoffin, 1873–1962. Photograph courtesy Magoffin Home State Historic Site,
Texas Historical Commission.

Anne Buford married Jim Magoffin in 1897. She was the daughter of Louis
M. Buford, an American consul in Juárez during the 1890s. Anne and Jim
had four children and frequently lived in the Magoffin Home. Anne cared
for Joseph during the final years of his life. After he passed away, she moved
with two of her sons to California, near where her daughter had previously
relocated.
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Josephine Richardson Magoffin Glasgow (1873–1968)

Josephine Richardson Magoffin Glasgow, 1873–1968. Photograph courtesy Magoffin Home
State Historic Site, Texas Historical Commission.

Josephine Glasgow was the only daughter of Joseph and Octavia Magoffin. Raised in El Paso, she attended finishing school in Washington, D.C., and
then spent two years abroad in Europe. She married U.S. Army Lt. William J.
Glasgow in 1896. Josephine frequently visited her parents at the Magoffin Home
while her husband was stationed abroad and gave birth to two of her five children there. Josephine inherited the Magoffin Home upon the death of her father
in 1923 and lived there from 1929 until her death in 1968.
Brigadier General William Jefferson Glasgow (1866–1967)
William J. Glasgow graduated from West Point in 1891. He met Josephine
Magoffin while stationed at Fort Bayard, New Mexico, and married her in El
Paso. Their wedding in 1896 was considered the most significant social event in
the city’s young history. Glasgow had an impressive military career, including
service during the Spanish-American War, the Pershing Expedition to Mexico
Bergloff and Saffell / Magoffin Home State Historic Site, El Paso, Texas
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Brigadier General William Jefferson Glasgow, 1866–1967. Image courtesy Magoffin Home
State Historic Site, Texas Historical Commission.

during the Mexican Revolution, and World War I. He also served on the Munson Shoe Board. After his military retirement, he and Josephine moved to El
Paso to live in the Magoffin Home. He worked a second career at the Nichols Copper Refinery. General Glasgow was in “honorary command of the Long
Gray Line” for two-and-a-half years prior to his death at age 101.
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Navigating the Landscape of Sorrow
J AMES F. B ROOKS

!

Southwest Talks: The New Mexico Historical
Review Interview Series

Interview by Darren A. Raspa, New Mexico Historical Review Associate
Editor
Eminent historian James F. Brooks has devoted his career to community engagement in the history of the Southwest. Bridging the gap between academic and

James F. Brooks has held professorial appointments at the University of Maryland, University of California, Santa Barbara (UCSB), and University of California, Berkeley, as well as
fellowships at the Institute for Advanced Study at Princeton and at the School for Advanced
Research (SAR) in Santa Fe. In 2002 he became director of SAR Press, and between 2005 and
2013 served as president of SAR. He recently concluded ten years of service on the Board of
Directors of the Western National Parks Association, which supports research, preservation,
and education in sixty-seven National Parks, including Bandelier National Monument, Chaco
Culture National Historical Park, and Channel Islands National Park. A Trustee of the Santa
Barbara Mission Archive/Library and the Santa Barbara Trust for Historic Preservation, he
also directs the UCSB Public History program, and serves as editor of The Public Historian.
His most recent work, Mesa of Sorrows: A History of the Awat’ovi Massacre, is available in
hardcover from W. W. Norton & Company and on Kindle.
Brooksr / Southwest Talks
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public history, Dr. Brooks transcends the model that serious scholars must
devote themselves to academic history alone. His first book, the prize-winning
Captives and Cousins: Slavery, Kinship, and Community in the Southwest Borderlands, achieves that rarest of feats—weaving gripping narrative through
what was at the time unpaved scholarly territory. Dr. Brooks’s latest book,
Mesa of Sorrows: A History of the Awat’ovi Massacre, will undoubtedly both
inspire new energy and scholarship in the field and, perhaps more significantly, draw widespread public interest. His work moves beyond the classroom and publishing house and into the community and seeks to remind us
that all people, not simply the elite few, are participants in a great humanistic
heritage. The unique gift of telling sophisticated and complex history through
compelling mystery and character-filled plots is rare indeed in the often
closed circuit, cloistered network of modern academic history. James Brooks
not only achieves this feat, but thrives in broadening abstractions and in resurrecting the lost imagination that lies buried in history’s roots. In the latest
installment of “Southwest Talks,” the New Mexico Historical Review is proud
to join Dr. Brooks in his quest to open closed doors and transfer knowledge
across the generations and into the community that resides beyond the ivory
tower.
NMHR: You are known for your groundbreaking work in Borderlands history,
anthropology, and the history of kinship, slavery, and violence in the Southwest.
How did your academic training lead you to these areas?
BROOKS: I doubled-majored in History and Anthropology at the University
of Colorado, mostly because I couldn’t decide which I wanted to pursue in the
long run. This gave me a base once I got to the University of California, Davis,
and began working toward the PhD to continue blending the disciplines. I actually had more coursework in Anthropology than History, but ended with a doctorate in History. My lifetime of adventuring and exploring in the Southwest,
especially in archaeology, and then a long decade as administrator and executive at the School for Advanced Research (SAR) in Santa Fe, New Mexico, further developed my sense that these are disciplines that need each other.
NMHR: Did your background and personal experience inform your initial academic focus? Does it continue to influence your scholarship in any way?
BROOKS: I grew up in a mixed racial family and have always been attentive to
the complexities of such identities.
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NMHR: Who or what are your personal and scholarly influences?
BROOKS: I had the good fortune to know and be guided by some of the
great “old-timers” in Southwest archaeology and ethnohistory—Frances Leon
(Swadesh) Quintana, David Snow, Dave Brugge—who always pointed me to the
local complexities of “non-dominant frontiers,” which continue to fascinate me.
Richard White’s The Middle Ground: Indians, Empires, and Republics in the Great
Lakes Region, 1650–1815 (Cambridge University Press, 1991), of course, was very
important as I wrote the dissertation that became Captives and Cousins: Slavery,
Kinship, and Community in the Southwest Borderlands (The University of North
Carolina Press, 2002). Betsy Jameson, Vicki L. Ruiz, and Joan Jensen were early
and critically important mentors when it came to thinking about women and
gender in Southwest history.
NMHR: In your recent book, Mesa of Sorrows: A History of the Awat’ovi Massacre (W. W. Norton & Company, 2016), you depart from the larger history of captivity and Native-European relations in the Southwest you illustrated brilliantly
in your acclaimed Captives and Cousins. How did you move from this topic to
one more specific to Hopi tribal memory?
BROOKS: The archaeologist Ruth Van Dyke, who was among the class of resident scholars when I held a National Endowment for the Humanities fellowship
at SAR in 2000–2001, pointed me to the Awat’ovi story as an example of women
being captured and exchanged (or rescued and redeemed, depending on point
of view) after the destruction of that town in 1700. It provided a window into a
much deeper and complicated story that I try to untangle throughout the book.
NMHR: How has your interpretation and framework evolved during the creation of this latest book?
BROOKS: Mostly I wanted to find a style and voice that would invite non-academic readers into a story that has floated around the fringes of Southwest history for a century. Working with my editor, John Glusman, at W. W. Norton,
was like going back to graduate school, but in a different field. He taught me that
my main task “was to make your reader feel smart, not [prove] how smart you
are.” Good advice for all authors, I think.
NMHR: Did you receive assistance from the Hopi in researching this topic?
BROOKS: The Hopi Cultural Preservation Office (HCPO) led a tour for us
at SAR in 2006, which allowed me to see how many different perspectives
Brooksr / Southwest Talks
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could exist within the community. I revisited the site with HCPO in 2014,
ground-truthing some of my observations, and twice shared the manuscript
with HCPO before it went into print.
NMHR: In your opinion and experience, what is the relationship of a historian
to a tribal entity? How much independence should a historian have in ethnohistory, generally, and when working with a painful episode in a people’s past like
the massacre on First Mesa, specifically?
BROOKS: The “massacre,” which subtitle I resisted but was insisted upon by
my publisher, in order to tie the book to Karl Jacoby’s Shadows at Dawn: An
Apache Massacre and the Violence of History (Brown University Press, 2008)
and Ari Kelman’s A Misplaced Massacre: Struggling Over the Memory of Sand
Creek (Harvard University Press, 2013), took place on Antelope Mesa, not First
Mesa. Each historian or ethnographer has to find their own way, and their own
relationships, with the people whose stories they hope to write. Tom Sheridan,
Stewart Koyiyumptewa, and I participated in a public panel discussion at the
Tucson Festival of Books in March 2016, in which we explored the process and
insights that their collaborative editorial project Moquis and Kastiilam: Hopis,
Spaniards, and the Trauma of History (The University of Arizona Press, 2015),
and sole-authored Mesa of Sorrows, lends to our understanding of the period.
NMHR: How does tragedy shape both history and historical memory?
BROOKS: I think this is best answered by each reader of the book, if that’s what
you mean. I well imagine that there would be many different answers to your
question. I sought only to offer one narrative, drawn from an array of evidence
that seemed to me to provide a path toward understanding and forgiveness. It
may, or may not, in the long run. Most books take a good ten years before their
significance can really be understood. I suspect this will be the case with this one.
NMHR: Some have said that sorrow is something best left in the past. Why is it
important to explore sorrow?
BROOKS: I’ve always liked what the great humanitarian Dorothy Day said
about suffering: it opens up ancient places of pain that have been hidden . . . but
suggests that one is getting closer to the truth, past the superficial and closer
to the fundamental. I suggest in Mesa of Sorrows that the very essence of Hopi
peace-seeking and communitarianism may be the consequence of remembering Awat’ovi.
336

New Mexico Historical Review / Volume 91, Number 3, Summer 2016

NMHR: Does the physical landscape of the Southwest affect your work?
BROOKS: Spare, hard, and filled with unexpected beauty. What more could one
want as a natural setting?
NMHR: What, in your opinion, is the state of the fields of Borderlands history, Native American history, anthropology, and the history of violence in the
Southwest?
BROOKS: Each of these would deserve an essay. Borderlands history has plateaued, I think, since it became so popular that Borderlands erupted everywhere, and we haven’t really harnessed the term to its best uses. I use the word
only one time, I think, in Mesa of Sorrows, and then in a very specific geographic
sense. We need to breathe and let new stories guide us. Native American history
is robust and now being driven in good part by Native scholars—a very exciting time and yet, beyond the dominance of settler colonialism as an interpretive
framework, hard to forecast a future trajectory, except for a powerful commitment to community-engagement. The field of violence studies, especially in
anthropology, is robust and learning much from the “poetics” orientation that
Neil Whitehead was bringing to us before his untimely passing.
NMHR: In your opinion, what topics are ripe for intervention by young scholars?
BROOKS: I’d like to see more family histories (in the microhistorical vein, capable of attending to scale) from the Southwest, that detail the way people experienced and made sense of their lives. To borrow from Steve Silliman, we need
histories that range “from the short purée to the longue durée.”
NMHR: What are you currently reading? What book(s) is sitting on your nightstand? What is the most influential book you have recently read?
BROOKS: Let’s see . . . Joshua L. Reid’s The Sea is My Country: the Maritime World
of the Makahs (Yale University Press, 2015), a terrific history that makes the connections between local inter-tribal complex politics and larger systems of trade,
conflict, and resiliency. William Faulkner’s Go Down, Moses (Random House,
1942), for writerly inspiration. Peter Nabokov’s How the World Moves: The Odyssey
of an American Indian Family (Viking, 2015), enormously painful from both the
authorial and subjects’ perspectives, and yet feels very much grounded in reality.
One cringes and weeps in equal measure. Most recently, Edna O’Brien’s The Little Red Chairs (Little, Brown, & Company, 2015), which is an exercise in working
through trauma if there ever were one, with an uncertain resolution.
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NMHR: Where is your current research taking you?
BROOKS: I’m working up a new writing project drawn from archival and
oral-historical research I conducted in the late 1980s in the Purgatoire River
Valley of Colorado, tracing three families from the mid-nineteenth century
up to the Ludlow Massacre era. It’s quite a jumble in my mind, but [includes]
family stories that involve Indian slavery, Hispano migration and settlement,
land grant conflict, Eastern European immigration, industrial coal mining and
coking, and labor wars. It will be a trade book, again, since I think our biggest challenge is to recruit a non-academic readership to an appreciation of the
Southwest. And probably a “next experiment” in creative nonfiction/fiction.
Stay tuned . . .
NMHR: You are known for your involvement here in New Mexico for joining a
cultural defense against fracking on the Cebolla Mesa in the Rio Chama Basin.
What role or responsibility do historians have in actively participating in how
our world unfolds?
BROOKS: I’m simply serving as a supportive partner to communities in the
Chama River Basin who are trying to protect and preserve land, water, and
cultural rights in the face of various external pressures—fracking is certainly
one, but so many forms of uneven development surround the region that it’s
quite boggling. The folks at the Pueblo de Abiquiu Library and Cultural Center invited me to lend whatever expertise I may have gained over the last few
decades to the cause, and yet I find I am learning more than I am giving, I fear.
It’s wonderful to be involved on the ground. All scholars ought to be so lucky.
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Moquis and Kastiilam: Hopis, Spaniards, and the Trauma of History, Volume 1,
1540–1679. Edited by Thomas E. Sheridan, Stewart B. Koyiyumptewa, Anton
Daughters, Dale S. Brenneman, T. J. Ferguson, Leigh Kuwanwisiwma, and Lee
Wayne Lomayestewa. (Tucson: University of Arizona Press, 2015. xi + 346 pp.
Halftones, maps, appendix, notes, glossary, references, index. $65.00 cloth,
isbn 978-0-8165-3184-4.)
Narrating conquest and colonization in the Southwest, we routinely apologize
for the absence of Native American voices. Here at last, thanks to an innovative collaboration between the Arizona State Museum’s Office of Ethnohistorical Research (OER) and the Hopi Tribe, Hopi voices are heard (Appendix 1
acknowledges seven Hopi elders and thirty-two other Hopi consultants).
The Hopi History Project, begun in 2000, seeks to heal the lingering wounds
of Spanish occupation by putting “Hopi oral traditions about the Kastiilam in
dialogue with Spanish documents about the Moquis” (p. 13). This first volume
sets up the dialogue through 1679. A second volume will resume amid the fury
of the Pueblo Revolt and the grim destruction of Hopi Awat’ovi by fellow Hopis,
then fade to the arms-length dance of Hopis and Spaniards throughout the
eighteenth century.
The Documentary Relations of the Southwest (DRSW), inaugurated in 1975
by the visionary Charles W. Polzer, S.J., has collected, transcribed, analyzed, and
translated thousands of documents; compiled invaluable computerized finding
aids; and published half a dozen acclaimed documentary editions. This volume,
however, is different. Not only does it directly incorporate Native American
Book Reviews

339

voices, but it also sets aside the previous policy of “free translation” and modernized transcriptions (the latter are now available “unmodernized” on the OER
website).
Agreeing that “the past is another country,” Sheridan and his editorial
team supply a more conservative translation (p. 17). Then, to enable a twenty-first-century reader to better understand the country of seventeenth-century
writers, they provide such a wealth of supplementary anthropological, environmental, linguistic, and historical material that their introductions and notes
rival the documents in importance.
Hopis today recall that before the Spanish conquest they enjoyed isolation
and peace (which often go together). Fulfillment in life was founded upon
respect, humility, hard work, and prayer, which simultaneously assured rain.
But the missionaries’ suppression of their katsina religion “rent the very fabric
of Pueblo life” (p. 234). Hopis learned abusive practices from the Spaniards, corrupting the Hopi way and causing anger, sadness, depression, and guilt, mostly
repressed. By bringing these stories to the fore, Hopis hope to heal rather than
pass on such feelings to the next generation.
The editors recognize that surviving Spanish documents dealing specifically
with Hopis are skimpy and prone to discord and violence. In their introduction
to Part II, “Abusive Guests: Missionaries and Encomenderos among the Hopis,
1625–1680,” as if speaking for the Hopis, they reprise a statement by ethnohistorians Bernard L. Fontana and Daniel S. Matson, which reads in part: “Simply
to ‘spread news of great joy’ is one matter; to invade the most sacred inner precincts of another man’s being, and thereby to defile him, is something else again.
It seems to us there can be no greater form of violence than this” (pp. 121–22).
Colonization is nasty. But is it too much to imagine a kindly Franciscan
raised on a pig farm in Spain, a dispossessed second son who has crossed an
ocean bearing in the most sacred inner precincts of his soul the priceless gift of
eternal life to share, to the point of death, with others who without it will surely
endure unspeakable violence for all eternity? We hear repeatedly from Hopi
sources of missionaries sending Hopi husbands to distant springs for water
while they violate Hopi wives, but nothing of consensual sex, that odd Spaniard
carrying water to a Hopi grandmother’s field, or the sleep-deprived Franciscan
at pains to save the life of a Hopi child with measles.
Hopi voices, it would appear, are just as biased as Spanish voices. In dialogue,
they make us less certain of what we thought we knew. At the same time, Moquis
and Kastiilam lifts mere documentary editing to a new level-docuarcheoral editing. From the grave, I hear Charlie Polzer, creator of the DRSW forty years ago,
shouting “Bravo!” “¡Viva!” “Kwakwhay, Pantani!”
John L. Kessell
University of New Mexico
340

New Mexico Historical Review / Volume 91, Number 3, Summer 2016

Hoe, Heaven, and Hell: My Boyhood in Rural New Mexico. By Nasario García.
Foreword by Marc Simmons. (Albuquerque: University of New Mexico
Press, 2015. xv + 340 pp. Maps, 16 halftones, bibliography. $24.95 paper, isbn
978-0-8263-5565-2.)
Initially, I was skeptical of Nasario García’s book, Hoe, Heaven, and Hell: My
Boyhood in Rural New Mexico. A plethora of books tell of childhood experiences in rural towns across America, and there is a sameness about them. Small
town life has universal themes and experiences, but I knew that I would be in
capable hands with García, who is an expert writer and folklorist.
Much of what Garcia writes about in small town New Mexico are universal
ideas and experiences, and rites of passage such as baptisms, weddings, and
funerals. A master wordsmith, he imbues his sentences and paragraphs with
things essentially New Mexican. Language, after all is a key—if not the key—
to opening the mysteries of a given culture. I chuckled as I read García’s list of
palabrotas, or profanities, in Spanish, while I waited in line for confession at
my church (p. 229). These are typical words and sayings one would hear, or use,
in frustration or anger during the hard work typical of rural peoples and communities. García not only gives examples in sentences or situations, but also
provides a handy list of such phrases, along with their English translations.
A few echo in my head as I remember my grandfather Maximiano Martínez
shout such vulgarities at me and my cousins after breaking his barn door
in Mora.
Hoe, Heaven, and Hell is not merely the memoir of a nuevomexicano author
who has lived a New Mexican life. It is an excellent collection of folklore and
cultural treasures that one can consult over and over again. No less evocative
are the descriptions of seasonal cuisines such as the chile colorado (red chile)
and arroz con leche (rice with milk, cinnamon, and raisins) consumed in mass
quantities at family gatherings (p. 105). The author lovingly describes the sights,
sounds, and smells of a matanza (meat market), the sadness of a funeral for a
loved one and the velorio (celebration), and of course a shared meal. García
astutely provides descriptions and lyrics of alabados (sacred hymns) chanted
by the Hermanos Penitentes at such family events. The book is a treasure trove
of folkloric and rural cultural data including charts, word lists, dichos (proverbs), and lyrics. The author provides thirty verses, in Spanish and English, of
La Entriega de los Novios, a song common at most Hispano wedding receptions
today (pp. 107–11).
Nasario García is an excellent guide, taking the reader through a life lived in
a rural Hispano town in western New Mexico. Read this book, and experience a
lifeway that, sadly, is on its way out. Hoe, Heaven, and Hell remembers a bygone
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era that, perhaps if enough people ingest the contents of this book, might still
be lived once again by later generations under the infinite blue sky of Nuevo
México.
Robert D. Martínez
Assistant State Historian of New Mexico

With a Book in their Hands: Chicano/a Readers and Readerships across
the Centuries. Edited by Manuel M. Martin-Rodriguez. (Albuquerque:
University of New Mexico Press, 2014. xxx + 258 pp. Index. $45.00 cloth. isbn
978-0-8263-5476-1.)
This collection is a refreshingly inclusive and analytically rigorous interrogation of the historical relationship between the construction of literary histories and canons, and the communicative situations they make accessible to a
predominantly Chicano/a readership across time and space. This contribution
considers the enduring resonance of diverse literary texts among Chicano/a
readers. Organized into three parts, the book centers on the formative role of
Chicano/as’ access to reading and literary histories and their impact on the
communicative situations fueling the educational inroads and strides of Chicano/a readers. Martin-Rodriguez incorporates a combination of personalreflection essays and oral-interview transcripts of Chicano/a readers and offers
a thorough examination of the configuration and scope of the Chicano/a Private
Library Index, demonstrating sensitivity to a readership invested in the preservation of the Chicano/a experience in the state of New Mexico. The book magnifies the too often neglected history of reading in the Chicano/a experience.
This unique intellectual sensibility captures the importance of constructing an
accessible literary history and canon that prioritizes identifying, fleshing out,
and learning from the act of reading. Chicano/a readership, for whom reading
is a productive course of action in the same U.S. society that marginalizes and
mistreats them.
Part one of With a Book in their Hands is comprised of twenty personal
reflections written by Chicano/a readers who share a deep-seated appreciation
for the promise of reading. Each essay compellingly describes reading as a pathway to answering personal questions or navigating personally charged situations. These essays are bound to resonate among diverse readers. The Chicano/a
readers frankly state that access to reading and diverse literary histories and
canons were not automatic rights but hard-earned privileges. Once enjoyed,
reading ignited a newfound approach to their personal relationships, shaped
educational goals, and influenced transition into adulthoods in which they
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continue to rejoice in reading as an empowering and cherished course of action.
Among the most compelling of personal reflections are those shared by Chicano/a readers who use their love for reading as motivation to seek out a community of learners with whom to discuss and enact social change.
These essays also exude a gendered perspective. Chicano/a readers detail how
access to reading and diverse literary histories and canons made it possible to see
and face gendered realities of alienation, discrimination, and marginalization
when interrogating and documenting their family histories. Carmen Tafolla and
Veronica Flores Paniagua’s essays unpack, with great heart and emotional range,
the benefits of gaining access to reading when they came to terms with an irresponsible schoolteacher and a natural disaster as children. With a Book in their
Hands is persistently and innovatively expansive by envisioning a Chicano/a
history that honors the diversity of personal incentives to read as they learn one
book at a time.
Parts two and three of With a Book in their Hands are wide-ranging and carefullyconstructed repositories, respectively, of oral interviews and of the literary travels and writings of prolifically productive advocates of reading. A prominent
argument in the third part of the book details learning from a Chicano/a readership committed to preserving the importance of reading in understanding
and writing the history of New Mexico. The most revealing oral interviews in
the second part of this text are with Helen Fabela Chavez, wife of the late farm
worker and labor leader Cesar E. Chavez, and Chicana readers such as Lupe
Rodriguez. Both relentlessly advocate Chicano/as proactively pursue reading as
integral to their daily confrontation of multiple forms of disenfranchisement
within and beyond the context of the classroom and farm work. The infusion
of oral interviews enrich the exhaustive accounts and archival indexes of Carlos Morton and Miguel A. Otero’s recollections and records of their literary histories, travels, and their varied efforts to shape the history of New Mexico as
a field of inquiry. Unfortunately, such a close reading of records focusing on
highly privileged readers and writers limits historical understanding of the politics of literacy in New Mexico. Even so, parts two and three of With a Book in
their Hands echo the respect for Chicano/a reading introduced in the first part
of this text, attesting to the nuances and scholarly priorities of this text.
Ana Elizabeth Rosas
University of California, Irvine
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Catholic Borderlands: Mapping Catholicism onto American Empire, 1905–
1935. By Anne M. Martínez. (Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press, 2014.
xvii + 293 pp. 26 halftones, notes, bibliography, index. $70.00 cloth, isbn
978-0-8032-4877-9.)
John Gast captured the civilizing mission of American Protestantism in his
painting American Progress produced in 1872. The image depicts a young white
woman, “America,” soaring gracefully westward. She wears the “star of empire”
on her head, and with her progression, darkness fades as she ushers in new light.
Settlers accompany her, while Indians, like the wild beasts, flee her approach—
the star being “too much for them.”
The painting depicted the ethos of Protestant America, during a time that
imagined itself embarking upon a hemispheric civilizing mission to spread
modern culture and values, or Americanism, to older civilizations such as Indians and Catholics, who were deemed “anti-modern.” Catholics themselves,
however, had different designs on how to participate in this American project.
Anne M. Martínez’s remarkable new book documents the ways in which “U.S.
Catholics created a space for themselves in the American empire and participated in that empire in order to sustain a long-standing trans-imperial Catholicism in the borderlands of empire” (p. 2). She defines the Catholic borderlands
“as former Spanish territories that had to find their respective places with a
growing U.S. sphere of political, economic, and cultural influence in the first
three decades of the twentieth century” (p. 3).
Rev. Francis Clement Kelly founded the Catholic Church Extension Society in 1905 with the primary purpose of raising funds to bring the Church to
isolated faith communities, mostly in the American West and in Mexico. The
following year, Kelly founded Extension Magazine and the monthly publication soon enjoyed a larger circulation than other popular magazines, including National Geographic and Atlantic Monthly. Through various platforms, Kelly
immersed “American Catholics into a broader narrative of faith and conversion
that embraced the U.S. imperialist project and its subjects, actual and potential,
in Mexico especially” (p. 15). He did this partially by glorifying the Spanish past,
including Spanish colonies, as necessary constituents of American glory. Thus
he transposed a Protestant narrative of progress, empire, and modernization
into a distinctly Catholic narrative.
The book critically maps sites wherein Kelly extended Catholicism. Chapter one analyzes home missions. Kelly’s focus was two-fold: to shield American Catholics, especially immigrants, from the corrosive forces of American
Protestants; and for the church to “civilize” the Indians “by rescuing them from
not just other hostile Natives but from Protestantism as well” (p. 46). Chapter
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two explores the American Catholic civilizing mission in Puerto Rico, the Philippines, and Mexico. Chapter three develops “Religious Monroeism,” a theme
Martínez continues in the following chapters by describing Kelly’s intervention
in Mexico, a response especially to the Cristero Rebellion of 1926–1929. In chapter six, Martínez charts Kelly’s challenge to the pervasive madness of eugenics, which thought of Mexicans as agents of pollution and dilution to American
whiteness. Kelly argued that racial mixing could have positive outcomes, as in
the case of the Spanish colonization of Mexico.
In the conclusion, Martínez observes poignantly: “Catholic borderlands was
not a redemptive space. . . . It was a space where multiple imperial projects . . .
redefined the geopolitical landscape of U.S. territorial, social, cultural, and political reach” (p. 222). Martínez’s work is a powerful testament to this proposition,
and it is necessary reading for anyone interested in twentieth-century American
history, religion, and postcolonial studies.
Luis D. León
The University of Denver

The Border Crossed Us: Rhetorics of Borders, Citizenship, and Latino/a Identity.
By Josue David Cisneros. (Tuscaloosa: University of Alabama Press, 2014. xv +
229 pp. Notes, bibliography, index. $49.95 cloth, isbn 978-0-8173-1812-3.)
The Border Crossed Us is a fascinating and important interpretation of the
meaning of borders in U.S. history. Josue David Cisneros argues that borders
not only delineate physical space but also define the boundaries of belonging
in the United States, shifting and changing over time. On the one hand, Cisneros focuses on the ways that discourse in the United States “creates, contests,
and moves the borders of belonging both metaphorically and materially” (p.
2). On the other hand, he explores the meanings of borders and citizenship that
emerge from Latino/a communities within the United States. Using the famous
Latino saying, “We didn’t cross the border, the border crossed us,” as a starting
point, Cisneros’s book thoughtfully illustrates how borders, both material and
metaphorical, shift and change over time (p. ix). He uses debates about Mexican citizenship in the California Constitutional Convention in 1849, issues surrounding the Chicano movement in the 1960s, and current-day debates about
immigration as historical examples. By using examples from different centuries,
Cisneros shows that anxieties permeating from the borderline have been both
adopted and resisted across the United States at various points in time. Ideas of
belonging and social identity shifted with the boundaries along the way. He is
especially adept at showing how Latinos/as have contributed to this process.
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Cisneros’s book is useful for academics teaching about borders and borderlands as they relate to national identity. The book is smart, and its incorporation
of a wide array of historical examples opens it to use across various disciplines.
At the same time the book is overly theoretical, and its jargon-filled prose, hard
to penetrate, would be difficult for an undergraduate audience. Although the
book overcomplicates some of the discussion, it is still a significant contribution
to scholarship on borders and borderlands.
Mary E. Mendoza
University of Vermont

The Chicano Generation: Testimonios of the Movement. By Mario T. García.
(Oakland: University of California Press, 2015. ix + 335 pp. 23 halftones,
notes, index. $29.49 paper, isbn 978-0-520-28602-3, $65.00 cloth, isbn
978-0-520-28601-6.)
Mario T. García’s The Chicano Generation makes a substantial contribution to
the literature on the Chicano movement specifically and to Latino/a studies in
general. The book contains three testimonios by leaders in various areas of the
movement in Los Angeles and a brief introduction and conclusion by García.
Most studies analyze the farmworkers movement and its leader César Chávez,
the southwestern land grants and Reies López Tijerina, or the Crusade for Justice and Corky Gonzales. This work tells the story through the participants’ own
voices, testimonios by Raul Ruiz, Gloria Arellanes, and Rosalio Muñoz. Each
individual made significant contributions to but are not often heralded in the
Chicano movement, with the possible exception of Muñoz. As García makes
clear in the introduction, these testimonios should be read together to receive a
full picture because they “address collective struggles” (p. 2).
The testimonios provide first-person accounts, and tell the stories of Chicano
Movement participants in fascinating detail. Honestly, the book is hard to put
down. The reader learns of Ruiz’s involvement in movement newspapers and
the politics of running for office under the La Raza Unida Banner; Arellanes’s
work with the Brown Berets; and Muñoz’s pivotal role in the Chicano antiwar
movement. Again, these figures were leaders of the movement but not among
those later immortalized. The testimonios narrate the participants’ lives before
the movement, what led to their involvement, and the lasting effects the movement had on them. The latter stages proved to be particularly compelling as
leaders are often frozen in time. Ruiz earned a Ph.D. and became a professor
of Chicano studies. After the violence of the Chicano Moritorium, Arellanes
left the movement completely and turned to her indigenous roots, and is now
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an elder. Additionally, these testimonios humanize the movement, relating how
each actor developed a Chicano identity. For example, Muñoz entered college
as “Ross” and left as Rosalio. Arellanes explains her transformation into a Chicana feminist through battling sexism in the Brown Berets. As a female and
gender scholar, I was also particularly interested in Arellanes’s discussion of her
body-image issues and her coping with and overcoming them.
García’s masterful editing also makes The Chicano Generation a compelling
book. He breaks up the chapters into manageable and relevant sections that
help the reader follow the story and that enhances its flow. One complaint is that
the book focuses soley on Los Angeles, but anticipating the criticism, García
states “The city represented the political capital of the movement” (p. 2). Every
major facet of the movement, from the farmworkers and the student movement,
to the antiwar movement and the Chicana feminist movement, had its roots in
Los Angeles. I highly recommend the book for both scholars and students.
Valerie M. Mendoza
University of Kansas

New Mexico Filmmaking. By Jeff Berg (Charleston, S.C.: The History Press, 2015.
144 pp. 51 halftones, appendix, index. $21.99 paper, isbn 978-1-4671-1799-9.)
New Mexico is one of the most active film and television production areas
in the United States, logging hundreds of projects over the past century. The
vast majority of these silver and small screen “shows” were developed—written, financed, and cast—elsewhere, but shot in New Mexico. Jeff Berg uses New
Mexico Filmmaking as a film journal and also hosts retrospectives of films made
in New Mexico at theaters throughout the state. Additionally, Berg includes
notes on films shot in New Mexico, comments on production and quality, and a
list of his favorite films made in New Mexico.
New Mexico drew filmmakers beginning in the nascent days of the art, as
Thomas Edison’s company and others experimented with moving picture technologies. Silent films followed as the technology transformed into a business.
Film crews took advantage of the state’s scenic locations and landscapes to provide depth for early Westerns. D. W. Griffith, Mary Pickford, and Tom Mix each
worked on projects in New Mexico.
Even as filmmaking consolidated and organized into the Hollywood studio
system, producers and directors found cause to shoot in New Mexico. The studios, almost solely based in Los Angeles, would have benefited from shooting
Westerns in California, as many of them did. Working in New Mexico brought
travel costs and separated the production from its parent company. The demand
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for Westerns, however, meant that studios needed to find unique locations; studios brought films to New Mexico primarily for this purpose and without financial inducement. According to Berg’s interviews, in 1967 the New Mexico state
government and private businesses reached out to the studios to entice film
production.
The practice of attracting film and television productions crystalized in
2002 when New Mexico officially offered a rebate to filmmakers. This incentive
rewarded productions that came to New Mexico by returning a portion of their
in-state expenditures. Studios could consequently send work to New Mexico in
order to save money on ever-growing film budgets. As a result, scores of projects arrived in New Mexico after 2002 and many of them had little need for the
landscape as backdrop for a Western. The Land of Enchantment stood in for
Afghanistan, Mexico, and Wyoming, among other far-flung locations.
Berg organizes the chapters chronologically beginning in the late-nineteenth
century and concluding near the date of publication. The author recounts a
number of enlightening tidbits and covers the astounding breadth and scope of
films made in New Mexico. For example the film Salt of the Earth (1954), shot
near Silver City, was the brainchild of a company created to harbor talent blacklisted during the McCarthy Era. Toward the end of the book, Berg presents lists
of films based on novels and those featuring Native American talent. The lists
and the book as a whole could prove useful for anyone seeking to gain a quick
grasp of the history of New Mexico filmmaking.
Jason Strykowski
Santa Fe, New Mexico

Education at the Edge of Empire: Negotiating Pueblo Identity in New Mexico’s
Indian Boarding Schools. By John R. Gram. Foreword by Theodore Jojola.
(Seattle: University of Washington Press, 2015. xviii + 242 pp. Halftones, 12
tables, notes, bibliography, index. $45.00 cloth, isbn 978-0-295-99477-2.)
Stories of federal officials forcing assimilation throughout Indian Country have
been told effectively for several decades. John Gram’s goal is not to dispute this
narration, but to look at the other side of intercultural relations: Native peoples’ influence on their children’s education. In particular, he focuses on the
power relationships between Pueblo communities, and Indian boarding schools
located in Albuquerque and Santa Fe, New Mexico. Just as today, policy decisions made in Washington, D.C., did not always play out the way federal officials intended. Gram’s research reveals that Pueblos exercised a great deal of
agency in their education: independent Pueblo communities acted on their
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own agenda and local federal agents responded. Unintended consequences prevailed in the American Southwest, where students maintained cultural identities despite systems of assimilation.
The analysis is consistent with research by scholars such as David Wallace
Adams, Brenda Child, Clyde Ellis, and others who highlight the complexities
of intercultural relations and Native use of schools as resources for their people. Gram’s contributions are his in-depth analysis of Pueblo-United States
relations and of the limits of federal power “at the edge of empire” (p. 8). He
shows that when poorly-funded schools’ survival depends upon student enrollment (linked to federal monies), superintendents made cultural concessions to
Pueblo leaders to enroll more students. Consequently, school administrators
altered the school calendar, permitted family visitation, and established summer and winter breaks allowing Pueblo students to go home. Some superintendents considered paying children to attend, others provided food for visiting
families and their animals. A few superintendents even helped Native people
secure jobs. Interestingly, teachers and staff supported the influence of tribal
councils of students from Native pueblos on school dynamics.
Gram organizes his study into five thematic chapters. The first two, “The
Economics of Education” and “The Consequences of Competitions,” reveal that
efforts to increase enrollment and competition with Catholic schools for students led to alterations in the assimilation agenda. The third chapter, “Geographies of Imagination,” examines how students who attended schools within
their geographical and cultural homeland blunted the assimilation program.
Chapter four, “Everyday Encounters,” shows the persistence of tribal languages
in boarding schools, and the impact of disciplinary actions on students. He
notes that students often seemed to spend more time at work than in classrooms. The chapter entitled “The Integration of Worlds” locates most student
experiences somewhere between outright rejection of school and total assimilation. Gram concludes in “The Successful Legacy of Assimilation’s Failure” that
since students were able to maintain their cultural identities, most were able to
reintegrate back into their communities. Turning the tables on a typical assimilation equation suggests that within the federal failure were the seeds of Pueblo
successes.
Like many scholars, Gram faces the challenge of limited sources. His
response is to fill in gaps in his historical record by using examples from other
federal schools. He highlights federal agents more often than specific Pueblo
individuals or families. Limited oral accounts, combined with Theodore Jojola’s foreword, provide Pueblo voices beyond evidence gleaned from federal documents and superintendents’ diaries. Hopefully, future Pueblo scholars will
provide additional student experiences and perspectives to enhance historical
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understanding of Native students explored in the book and pictured on the dust
jacket.
Advanced students and scholars of history, anthropology, and American
Indian studies will appreciate the detailed research and endnotes, and mull
over twenty pages of tables on the lives of boarding school students after they
returned home. Readers will appreciate the historical context that the book
provides for contemporary Americans grappling with similar issues of school
choice and competition, increasing efforts to systematize education, and the
consequences of tightening educational budgets.
Robert W. Galler Jr.
St. Cloud State University

Calamity Jane: A Reader’s Guide. By Richard W. Etulain. (Norman: University
of Oklahoma Press, 2015. xii + 263 pp. 26 halftones, index. $34.95 cloth, isbn
978-0-8061-4871-7.)
Lost for more than a century in impenetrable thickets of myths, folklore,
and outright lies, the woman born as Martha Canary and buried as Calamity Jane has only recently been reclaimed through the indefatigable research
conducted by scholars such as James D. McLaird and Richard W. Etulain. In
the volume at hand, historian Etulain adds to his renown as the pre-eminent
student of the cultural construction of the American West with this exhaustive examination of Calamity’s protean incarnations. Intended as a companion piece to his biography, The Life and Legends of Calamity Jane, published
in 2014, this densely-packed compendium begins with brief introductions to
Martha Canary’s life and then to Calamity Jane’s mythology. However, the
chapters serve merely as a prologue for the main event: the extensive annotated bibliographies devoted to reference works, manuscript collections, legal
documents, newspaper articles written during and after Calamity’s life, books
and pamphlets, essays and scholarly articles, dime novels, contemporary fiction, motion pictures, television, and critical studies. He also includes a survey of Calamity Jane as captured in the photography of her time, drawn from
James McLaird, to erode existing stereotypes about Calamity’s customary
appearance. Finally, an epilogue entitled “Unfinished Business” directs the
reader’s attention to a host of projects about Calamity Jane that the energetic
and ambitious might undertake.
Throughout this “reader’s guide,” Etulain offers concise and astute critiques
about hundreds of sources that, since the 1870s, have contributed to the establishment and elaboration of Calamity’s legacy—or infamy, depending upon the
350

New Mexico Historical Review / Volume 91, Number 3, Summer 2016

work. No aspiring student of any dimension of Calamity’s life and times could
possibly ignore this invaluable resource. Nor is it likely that any fair-minded
researcher could disagree with his conclusion that ink rather than blood or beer
was the liquid that swirled most commonly through Calamity’s life. Having
assiduously pursued her presence in the novels, films, and television programs
of the twentieth and twenty-first centuries, Etulain has charted the enduring
grasp that Calamity’s myths have exerted upon all realms of popular culture as
they are concurrently evolving in response to other changing popular norms.
His engaging evaluation of Calamity’s presence in British author J. T. Edson’s
late-twentieth-century “Adult Westerns” and in television epics such as Buffalo
Girls, Wild Bill, and, especially, Deadwood, highlight how inextricably Calamity
has insinuated herself into American popular consciousness. Scholars striving
to come to grips with the influence and significance of other figures swaddled in
legend could draw most profitably upon the example that Richard Etulain has
set for them. Once more, many students of western history will find themselves
in his debt.
Peter J. Blodgett
Huntington Library

Wanted: The Outlaw Lives of Billy the Kid and Ned Kelly. By Robert M.
Utley. (New Haven, Conn.: Yale University Press, 2015. 31 halftones, maps,
bibliographic essay, index. $30.00 cloth, isbn 978-0-30021668-1.)
In the decade after his retirement from the National Park Service in 1980,
Robert Utley wrote three key books and several journal articles on the Lincoln
County War. Through his writings and research, Utley became a recognized
expert on William Bonney, AKA Billy the Kid. Ten years later, in 1998, while
Utley was touring Australia, he visited Edward “Ned” Kelly sites when his
wife, Melody Webb, suggested Ned Kelly was Australia’s Billy the Kid. Utley
initially dismissed the idea, but later came to realize that there was merit to
the theory.
For the past one-hundred-and-thirty-five years both Billy the Kid and Ned
Kelly have transitioned from footnotes in local history to national heroes and
international phenomena. Both are enigmatic; yet, both have international followings and, in effect, have become the defining symbols of the expansion of
national culture for both the United States and Australia. Utley uses this dual
biography to describe each man’s youth, early manhood, and outlaw years. In
doing so, he makes an honest attempt to separate the known facts of each individual from legend.
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Utley notes comparison between the two: both outlaws lived at the same
time, died young, lost their fathers at a young age, were helped by sympathetic
locals after becoming outlaws, and wrote letters to their respective governors.
He portrays Bonney as an irresponsible, fun-loving youth who was a master of
escape, and who drifted on the edge of trouble his entire life. Kelly was the son
of an Irish convict father and Irish mother and a man whose outrage against
colonial authority forced him to live in the bush. His hatred compelled him to
steal livestock, kill policemen, and rob banks in order to gain notoriety and to
provide financial assistance to his supporters.
Utley states he has mined available Billy the Kid sources and has utilized his
previous research in writing the Kid’s biography. However, the book is not without distractions. Utley has chosen not to include endnotes. He regularly quotes
individuals without identifying them or the source of the information. Additionally, there are minor mistakes and questionable statements such as when he
states the Montaño Store was opposite the Torreon or when he claims Bonney
fathered two children who died young of diphtheria. There are a few errors in
the Kelly biography as well when he writes Aaron Sherritt was killed on 24 June
1880 instead of 26 June and that it was William (instead of Thomas) Lonigan
who was killed at Stringybark Creek.
This book is a good introduction for people perhaps familiar with one of
the subjects but not the other. Utley’s work adds to other recent works on the
Kid, such as Marc Gardner’s To Hell on a Fast Horse (2011), or Frederick Nolan’s
revised edition of The Lincoln County War: A Documentary History (2009).
Regarding Ned Kelly, the interested reader may also consult the works of Australian author Ian Jones, primarily his Ned Kelly: A Short Life (1995). Utley’s
works will have its niche in the biographical interpretation of two pivotal characters living at the same time under somewhat similar circumstances. Wanted:
The Outlaw Lives of Billy the Kid and Ned Kelly provides a perspective from
which to compare and contrast Billy the Kid and Ned Kelly and their response
to the uniqueness of their respective place in history.
Gary Cozzens
Lincoln Historic Site, New Mexico
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Ladies of the Canyons: A League of Extraordinary Women and Their Adventures
in the American Southwest. By Lesley Poling-Kempes. (Tucson: University of
Arizona Press, 2015. 373 pp. Halftones, notes, bibliography, index. $24.95 paper,
isbn 978-0-8165-2494-5.)
A survey of the cover of Vogue in the early twentieth century reveals the world
of stylized feminine beauty. Porcelain-skinned, flawless women dressed in shirtwaists and sporting Gibson-girl hairstyles gaze out into a rapidly changing
world. Not only was the world getting smaller thanks to improved transportation and communication but personal freedoms were expanding. The combination seemed to push the long-accepted boundaries of women’s roles and to help
create the New Woman in the new century.
Several of these New Women are the subject of this book. The protagonists
are well-educated women from affluent families. Most importantly, they held
strong desires to break free of the traditional roles of wife and mother that Victorians expected of women, and to strike out on their own in search of autonomy, employment, and adventure. The women surveyed in this volume travelled
to the American Southwest during a time of transition in women’s lives and of
an awakening interest in Native American culture, art, and music.
Poling-Kempes writes that her quest to know the “ladies of the canyon”
began when she was researching the life of Carol Bishop Stanley, founder of the
Ghost Ranch, a place most associated with artist Georgia O’Keeffe. Researching
archives and public records, Poling-Kempes came across an informal alliance of
women who had traveled to the Southwest in search of new lives.
Natalie Curtis Burlin, a trained musician, recorded and wrote about Hopi
music. Alice Ellen Klauber, a native Californian, studied art in Europe and
became friends with a host of influential artists of the era including Robert
Henri. Carol Bishop Stanley hailed from Massachusetts, studied music, and
stayed close to her family before venturing into the Southwest and discovering a
new life as the wife of a rancher. These women are just a few of the talented and
hearty individuals portrayed in this book who found solace in the canyonlands
of the Southwest and whose lives Poling-Kempes portrays.
Their journeys into the Southwest brought the women into contact with
locals including Louisa Wetherill. She provided the women with an introduction to Indian Country and hosted renowned guests such as Theodore Roosevelt. Social gatherings provided opportunities to share information and
organize for the establishment of cultural centers and museums in Santa Fe,
which was developing as an art colony in the early twentieth century.
This book fills an important niche in the history of the Southwest. The text
skillfully brings together the intertwining lives of these women. Circles of
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acquaintanceships and friendships bound them together. They encouraged and
supported each other and were New Women by “disposition and circumstance”
(p. 316). All the women portrayed in this volume blossomed in the hot, dry,
sunny conditions of the desert lands and in the company of like-minded souls
who understood the need to fulfill talents and pursue dreams. Hiking, riding,
and sleeping under the stars became common practice, and the Southwest canyon lands became their home—the place where these new women could expand
their talents, commune with friends, and relish a new freedom far removed
from Vogue.
Patricia Ann Owens
Lawrenceville, Illinois

The Notorious Luke Short: Sporting Man of the Wild West. By Jack DeMattos
and Chuck Parsons, foreword by Rick Miller. A. C. Greene Series, no. 16
(Denton: University of North Texas Press, 2015. xxii + 352 pp. 53 halftones, maps,
appendixes, notes, bibliography, index. $29.95 cloth, isbn 978-1-57441-564-0.)
Jack DeMattos and Chuck Parsons have produced an engaging and exceptionally well-researched book tracking the life of Luke Short, one of the West’s
lesser-known gunfighters and “sporting men.” DeMattos and Parsons rightly
suggest that Short was much more the latter than the former.
The authors first examine Short’s role in the Dodge City War of 1883. The
altercation began when a group of Dodge City citizens elected a mayor and
town council that sought to end drinking, gambling, and prostitution. Short—
who was one of the proprietors of the Long Branch—defied their ordinances.
In late April, Short was involved in a gunfight with a deputy. Either Short had
tried to assassinate the deputy or vice versa. Both men emerged unscathed and
neither was tried. The incident provoked Dodge citizens to form a vigilance
committee to force Short and his friends to leave town. Although Short left, he
soon came back, this time with his gunfighter friends, including Wyatt Earp.
The reformers and the sporting men managed to work out an accommodation.
DeMattos and Parsons do an excellent job of presenting contradictory opinions and evidence. They are more interested in reporting, however, than interpreting. Hence they do not give readers a useful summary analysis explaining
their own views on the peculiar sociological and political forces that led to the
“war” and its denouement.
The narrative then follows Short as he traveled to San Antonio and Fort Worth,
Texas, where he again invested in saloons and got into more shooting scrapes.
In the most famous of those gunfights, Short killed Jim Courtright, a private
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detective. Courtright allegedly extorted money from saloons by threatening to
turn them in for disobeying gambling ordinances. When Short refused to pay,
Courtright pulled a gun. Short shot him three times, killing him. Here, too,
readers want a summary analysis giving the authors’ views on what happened.
Although engaging, the book lacks ambition. Scholars learn little about
homicide rates, self-defense laws, or gun control in western towns. The authors
offer relatively little about the anti-vice forces that sought to drive Short out of
business in both Dodge City and Fort Worth. Readers learn little about Western
politics, culture, and sociology more broadly, apart from what the book mentions about Short’s life. Nor do they address anything about gender norms and
relations, despite the fascinating relationship between Short and his wife.
What we do learn, however, makes the book worthwhile. Although the
authors do not argue a scholarly thesis, they succeed admirably in separating
fact from fiction in earlier accounts of Short’s life. DeMattos and Parsons chronicle not only Short’s role in the Dodge City War, but also as a married man, a
boxing promoter (and avid fan), and, oddly, as an occasional religious exhorter.
The social background remains blurry but the portrait is well delineated.
Daniel Herman
Central Washington University

Texas Mexican Americans and Postwar Civil Rights. By Maggie RivasRodriguez. (Austin: University of Texas Press, 2015. xv + 171 pp. 16 halftones,
notes, bibliography, index. $24.95 paper, isbn 978-0-292-76752-2.)
Maggie Rivas-Rodriguez explores the struggle of Texas Mexican Americans for
legal, educational, and political equality. The author’s interest dates to her days
as a political reporter for the Dallas (Tex.) Morning News. Her experience provided access to Mexican American leaders whose oral histories form the basis
of this work, which examines their assertion for civil rights both locally and
nationally. The author notes that inequality was “woven into the system” and
made it difficult to separate “political participation, voting rights, educational
opportunity, and so on.” Rivas-Rodriguez further contends, “Mexican American people persevered, resisting and making gains as possible” (p. 1).
Integral to their perseverance was a proactive strategy. The author cites two
examples in which hard work and determination brought genuine improvements over institutionalized exclusion. In Alpine city schools, primary schools
were segregated, with the “Mexican” school located in the barrio. Alpine had
only one high school; technically, it was segregated. Few Mexican American
children attended, however, because of hostility or lack of academic preparation.
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The result was a lack of educational and thus vocational and economic opportunity. In 1969 Mexican American elected officials and parents took the case
directly to the Texas Education Association and to state legislators in Austin.
After receiving little response from Texas officials, parents simply enrolled their
children, en masse, in the white schools. This proactive approach forced officials
to integrate and improve the schools.
Proactive strategy and the long-awaited election of Mexican Americans to
public office also helped. Raymond Telles became the first minority elected
mayor of El Paso in 1960. Like other Mexican American leaders of his time,
Telles was a military veteran and respected businessman. He realized that he
could not overtly challenge institutionalized inequality without incurring
electoral wrath from white supporters. Instead, he appointed a Latino to the
city’s Civil Service Commission. Albert Armendariz immediately questioned
the practice of allowing Fire Department officials to preview hiring lists, and
more importantly, of crossing out Hispanic names. Surprisingly, Armendariz
was given unlimited access to city hiring records and El Paso changed its hiring
practices to prevent departmental vetting of potential hires that moved qualified applicants to the top of hiring lists and that disregarded racial and ethnic
considerations.
The Mexican American Legal Defense and Education Fund (MALDEF) was
founded in 1968 to provide ongoing legal challenges to systemic exclusion of
Mexican Americans in public education, employment, and political access. This
problem was readily found in Texas, where many key civil rights cases originated. For example Sweatt v. Painter (1950) ended segregation of higher education and set a precedent for Brown v. Board of Education (1954), and Delgado v.
Bastrop (1948) technically eliminated segregation based on ethnicity. Cases such
as these, often supported by The League of United Latin American Citizens
and the American G.I. Forum, eroded Jim Crow discrimination. MALDEF was
another proactive effort to “have our own lawyers fight our own cases” (p. 77).
The organization sought out Mexican American attorneys and provided promising Latinos law school scholarships. This kind of self-help, as Rivas-Rodriguez
points out, broadened opportunities for Mexican Americans everywhere.
Mark Stanley
University of North Texas-Dallas
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American Indian Treaties: A Guide to Ratified and Unratified Colonial, United
States, Foreign, and Intertribal Treaties and Agreements, 1607–1911. By David H.
DeJong (Salt Lake City: University of Utah Press, 2015. viii + 348 pp. Halftones,
6 tables, 1 list, notes, bibliographic essay, bibliography, index. $40.00 paper,
isbn 978-1-60781-426-9.)
American Indian Treaties combines solid and concise analysis with thoroughlyresearched reference material. The guide is an outgrowth of work the author
did as a research assistant for the late Vine Deloria at the University of Arizona.
DeJong builds on the works of Deloria, Francis Prucha, and others to create an
invaluable resource for the research of American Indian treaties. The helpful
bibliographic essay at the end of the volume underscores the nature of the work
as a reference and calls for additional scholarship on Indian treaties.
The guide is comprised of eight chapters followed by six tables and a comprehensive list of treaties with Native nations. DeJong provides a far-reaching
analysis of the subject beginning with chapters on context and intertribal treaties before moving on to colonial, and then federal ratified and unratified treaties. The next chapters examine treaties between Native peoples and individual
states including the Republic of Texas and the Confederate States of America,
followed by a chapter analyzing post-treaty agreements that dealt mostly with
railroad rights-of-way and land cessions. The broad coverage of the chapters
excuses a few omissions, such as Russian treaty making on the Pacific Coast and
the manipulation of individuals and rivalries during treaty councils.
The author uses ethnographic information to help readers understand the
perspectives of Native peoples in treaty negotiations. DeJong centers his analysis heavily on Iroquois scholarship and shows the sharp divides between American Indian views of diplomacy and the duplicity with which the United States
and European colonial powers so often acted. The author’s divisions, such as
ratified and unratified treaties, or the Articles of Confederation and the Constitution, provide for interesting comparison and provoke much thought.
Demonstrating a long period of careful work, the tables offer a valuable reference for any scholar of American Indians. The tables prompt comparison and
analysis on their own and provide a strong basis for future research. Modern
spellings of some tribal names, most notably those from California could have
improved these otherwise very useful resources. Although there is value in the
inclusion of spellings employed within the treaties themselves, the lists should
include the modern nomenclature for all nations. For example, today Kumeyaay is preferred to Dieguino. The author does this for the “Papago (Tohono
O’odham)” (pp. 254, 277). Additionally, the “Alphabetical Listing of All Treaties
by Tribal Nation” would be similarly enhanced by changing the order so that
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Tohono O’odham could be found instead of the Papago or, to use a California
example, the Cahuilla instead of the “Ka-we-as” (pp. 254, 277).
The work nevertheless remains strong. After years of effort, DeJong has
made a strong contribution to the field of American Indian history and provides
scholars an invaluable reference that will no doubt spawn future comparative
scholarship on American Indian treaties.
T. Robert Przeklasa
Riverside Metropolitan Museum
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Traqueros: Mexican Railroad Workers in the United States, 1870–1930. By
Jeffrey Marcos Garcilazo. (Denton: University of North Texas Press, 2012.
235 pp. Map, halftones, tables, notes, bibliography. $24.95 paper, isbn
978–1-57441–627–5.)
All the Wild that Remains: Edward Abbey, Wallace Stegner, and the American
West. By David Gessner. (New York: W. W. Norton and Company, 2016.
354 pp. 21 halftones, acknowledgments, notes, index. $21.95 paper, isbn
978–0-393–35237–5.)
The Archaeology and Rock Art of Swordfish Cave. Edited by Clayton G. Labow,
Douglas R. Harro, and Rebecca L. McKim. (Salt Lake City: University of Utah
Press, 2016. 237 pp. 43 halftones, 20 color plates, 37 tables and charts, 55 maps,
appendices, references cited, index. $50.00 paper, isbn 978–1-60781–457–3.)
The Civil War: A Traveler’s Guide. Edited by Len Riedel. (Washington, D.C.: National
Geographic, 2016. 512 pp. 271 color plates, 22 halftones, 50 maps, acknowledgements, image credits, index. $25.95 cloth isbn 978–1-42621–489–9.)
Monticello: The Official Guide to Thomas Jefferson’s World. By Charley Miller
and Peter Miller. (Washington, D.C.: National Geographic, 2016. 144 pp. 282
color plates, 38 halftones, maps. $16.99 cloth, isbn 978–1-4262–1506–3.)
Native Wills from the Colonial Americas: Dead Giveaways in a New World. Edited
by Mark Z. Christensen and Jonathan Truitt. (Salt Lake City: The University
of Utah Press, 2016. 276 pp. Halftones, tables, maps, glossary, index. $55.00
cloth, isbn 978–1-60781–416–0.)
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Archives, Exhibits, and Historic (Web) Sites
The National Hispanic Cultural Center presents “Moving Forward, Looking
Back: Journeys Across the Old Spanish Trail.” This exhibit explores Spanish
heritage in the U.S. Southwest via the Old Spanish Trail, a route that linked
colonial outposts of New Mexico and California. Each portrait in the exhibition has an associated, taped conversation between curator Janire Nájera
and the protagonist of the picture. The portrayed talk about their experiences,
their memories, their perception about being Hispanic descendants, and how
these origins influence their lives. The exhibit runs through 30 September
2016. The National Hispanic Cultural Center is located at 1701 4th Street SW
in Albuquerque. For more information, call 505–246–2261 or visit the website:
www.NHCCNM.org.
The Albuquerque Museum of Art and History presents “Back to Life: The
Community of Historic Fairview Cemetery.” This exhibit features photographs,
maps, artifacts, documents, and interviews detailing the lives of New Albuquerque’s founders, railroad employees, and other individuals buried in the cemetery. This exhibit runs through 11 September 2016. They are also presenting
“Faithful Albuquerque: Twenty-Six Churches.” This exhibit will feature twenty-six of the earlier Rio Grande Valley churches, all Judeo-Christian. The images
show the diversity of architecture, ranging from the classic Spanish to Eastern American influences. This exhibit opens 23 April 2016. The museum is also
presenting “Route 66: Radiance, Rust, and Revival on the Mother Road.” Conceived in honor of the 90th anniversary of Route 66, this exhibition celebrates
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the art, history, and popular culture of the iconic Mother Road. This exhibit
runs through 2 October 2016. Finally, they are presenting “Drawing into Architecture: Sketches and Models by Antoine Predock.” This exhibit makes a case
for the continued relevance of drawings made by hand in our increasingly electronic world. The Albuquerque Museum of Art and History is located at 2000
Museum Road NW. For more information, call 505–243–7255 or visit the website: www.albuquerquemuseum.org.
The New Mexico Museum of Art presents “Con Cariño: Artists Inspired
by Lowriders.” This exhibit responds to the lowrider, a unique cultural icon.
Through photographs, paintings, sculptures, and videos, the artists in this exhibition explore issues of family, gender, religion, and status. This exhibit will run
through 10 October 2016. The New Mexico Museum of Art is located at 107
West Palace Avenue in Santa Fe. For more information, visit the website: www.
nmartmuseum.org.
The Pikes Peak Regional History Symposium’s call for papers deadline is 31
August 2016 for their June 2017 symposium, “Enduring Legacies and Forgotten
Landmarks: The Built Environment of the Pikes Peak Region.” For more information, visit the website: regionalhistoryseries.org.
Calendar of Events
6–7 August El Rancho de las Golondrinas will hold its Summer Festival and
Wild West Adventure. For more information, call 505–471–2261 or visit the
website: www.golondrinas.org.
1–2 October El Rancho de las Golondrinas will hold its Harvest Festival. For
more information, call 505–471–2261 or visit the website: www.golondrinas.org.
20–23 October The Western History Association will hold its fifty-sixth annual
conference, Expanding Western Horizons, in St. Paul, Minn. For more information, visit the website: www.westernhistoryassociation.wildapricot.org.
9–13 November The American Society for Ethnohistory will hold its annual
conference in Nashville, Tenn. For more information visit the website: www.
ethnohistory.org/.
15–18 November The National Trust for Historic Preservation will hold its
annual conference in Houston, Tex. For more information, visit the website:
www.preservationnation.org.
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17–20 November The American Studies Association will hold its annual meeting in Denver, Colo. For more information, visit the website: www.theasa.net/
annual_meeting/.
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